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PATTERN FOR PROGRESS: TEHERAN 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


The oscillations of thought and action are confusing to many who talk about 
“the dialectic’ but who don’t know quite what to do when they find themselves in a 
dialectical situation. Faith is well acquainted with such situations. Paradox is of | 
the essence of the Incarnation, for the Incarnation implies and involves the Cross, 
and the Cross is the very type of the paradox, Greatest Loss: Greatest Gain. Our 
common speech reflects this when it speaks of “the crux’’ of a situation. Faithful 
thinking takes hold of this paradox and shakes the directive out of it. It can see 
the contradictions, the yes and no, in a given situation and can accept them, but it 
sees also a bigger Yes in every situation which will not be said No to. Faith saw 
that immediately and clearly when socialism in 1939 after a futile attempt at . 
collaboration with the liberal capitalist nations took time out at their expense to 
arm itself for the struggle with Nazism, the chief burden of which it actually has 
carried on its own shoulders. The yes and no were there in the situation. But the 
big Yes said ‘“Go ahead! In the end the world will understand because the world 
will be saved from a horrible slavery.” This needed the immediate apprehension 

of the paradox which is always sharply present in history’s crucial moments. This 
method of thinking is here recommended. It is direct, communicable, has no flavor 
of esotericism, respects the rational nature of people. It begets a following which 


can at any moment assume eo ioechip: We belice the Sapte find can grasp the 
nature of the paradox and will be less confused by it than by the process of pretend 
ing that each oscillation is the straight road to heaven. Indeed it is the simple min: 
which is confused by that process which always erects a sad necessity into a shining 
virtue. 

For instance: Teheran. There is a sense in which the central conflict of thig 
war was tallied and decided around the conference tables of Teheran. For it was 
there that the capitalist empires recognized the strength of socialism and made the 
decision of to continue their war against it. And it was there that socialism 
decided mot to counter the characteristic action of the non-socialist powers in certain 
portions of the globe. 

Teheran was not another Hitler-Stalin pact, with Roosevelt-Churchill taking the 
place of Hitler. It was far less tentative and vastly more far-reaching than that. 
Yet there are similarities. Both pacts were made by socialism in the face of a 
certain danger. Neither could have been avoided. One postponed the German 
attack on Russia. The other may poss7bly spell the end of the era of anti-socialist wars 
on a world-scale. I accent possibly, because some are resting on it as if it actually 
had spelled this out. It hasn’t. It has done all that diplomacy backed by arms can 
do. It remains for the peoples of the world to see to it that these possibilities (and 
not other quite different and dire possibilities) are realized. We shall not win this 
by pretending that the cartels have shifted from an economy of restriction to an 
economy of abundance. If we must appease the cartels let us do it on the basis of 

_ the yes and no in the actual situation, realizing clearly why we do what we do. 

In the Teheran talks there must have been a great many portions of the globe 
whose fate was left in doubt. It was surely impossible to settle the destiny of France 
for instance, or of Spain. It must have occurred to all of the Big Three that the 
people in these countries might have some sharp words to say about their own 
destiny. It won't be long now before the pious burpings of Vichy will give way to 
the vibrant voice of revolutionary France. It won't be long before the people of 
Spain will crack on the nails of their thumbs and forefingers the parasitic Franco 
and his crew. 

There are other large portions of this planet (India and China for instance) 
whose destiny could not be settled at Teheran. Yet the fact of Teheran, the fact of 
any agreement between the socialist one-fifth and the capitalist four-fifths of the 
world tipped the scales of history in favor of the peoples’ cause. People every- 
where felt this to be true, even those who find it necessary to their souls’ well-being 
to carp at the Soviet Union for one reason or another, usually for opposite reasons at 
the same time. 

After the nightmare sessions at Munich, socialism faced a united anti-socialist 
world and acted successfully to teach that world that anti-socialism meant anti- 
liberalism, yes, even meant anti-capitalism in the sense of the capitalism of free 
competition. The lesson was learned, especially in England where free capitalism 
had grown up with the non-conformist conscience and with the secular democratic 
conscience. England, the classic land of capitalism, the only European country in 
which these two consciences were well-developed, was the land from which rose the 
air-strength to beat the Luftwaffe. Here in the skies of England capitalist economy 
struggled with itself, beat down its own impulse to suicide, gained for itself a 
reprieve from the violent death decreed for it in Berlin. Socialism watched from 
Moscow, watched the British people absorb the lesson, and made up its mind that 
there remained real power in the capitalist world, made up its mind that the British 
and the Americans might evolve rather than revolve in their transition to. new eco- 
nomic forms, made up its mind that, having learned the folly of anti-socialist ad- 
venture, the trading nations of the West could become partners with socialism in a 
world stabilizing program, in other words partners in peace as well as in war. 
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“A PART TO PLAY 


Archbishop Mooney of Detroit, where Father Coughlin recruits his St. Sebastian’s 
Army, is titular head of Catholic Action in the U.S.A. After trying out the Hitler- 
Franco line on the people of this continent through Father Coughlin and his cohorts, ‘now 
Archbishop Mooney comes in with the other side of the pincer. He has become the 
advocate of the Jews. At a civic gathering in Detroit recently he said that anti-Semitism 
is a moral and social evil and responsibility for which “obviously falls chiefly om the 
Christian majority.” We underline this message. We admire its eas and welcome 
its truth. This was a noble admission. 


But after this admission of Christian guilt the Archbishop hurries on to say that 
“the Jewish minority has a part to play,” and that we must all be alert “against the 
vicious activities of those who would exploit these prejudices for personal profit or 
subversive propaganda.” He then speaks of “professional opponents of anti-Semitism 
who exploit the simplicity of emotional Jews,’ and goes on to say, “In regard to two 
publications which I would place in this second category, it is gratifying to note that 
prominent Jewish leaders of my acquaintance are working diligently to keep their 
people—and many sympathetic Christians as well—from being deceived by them.” 

It is interesting to know that Archbishop Mooney is acquainted with “prominent 
Jewish leaders” who are “working diligently” against the influence of two publications. 
One wonders what publications he means. It is likely presumptuous on our part to stand 
for nomination. The Churchman, The Converted Catholic, The New York Post, The 
Nation, The New Republic, have all been fighting Clerical-Fascism before we were born. 
Whichever two Archbishop Mooney has put his finger on, it is extremely interesting 
that “prominent Jewish leaders” have undertaken to undeceive their readers. We said 
editorially a few issues ago that the Christian Front was the real source of the vicious 
attacks in THE PROTESTANT. Some may have thought we meant Father Coughlin’s 
Christian Front. But the Christian Front is far more comprehensive-than that. It is a 
combination of Christians of all sects along with Mother Church against atheistic com- 
munism. Many of its followers and even many of its leaders have been deceived by its 
apparently high purpose. Few remain deceived today. 

Sometimes when one speaks to the truth it walks right into one’s arms. For Arch- 
bishop Mooney as administrative Chairman of the National Catholic Welfare Conference 
is the Captain of the Christian Front in America, His prominent Jewish acquaintances 
(he is persohally too decent to use the word “friends”) are our enemies, on his say-so. 
We take his word for it. We know them and we shall fight them and him and their 
“Protestant” water boys who serve their evil cause. We shall fight them in the name of 
free men in all faiths. For he doesn’t represent the Catholic manhood which hates 
Franco any more than Winrod represents the Protestant manhood which hates Hitler. 
As to the Jews they are in the vanguard of freedom always and they will know exactly 
what appropriate measure to take towards the betrayers of Israel. 


Lt 


HAPSBURG HOP 


Wheh on June 8th, King Peter II of Yugoslavia signed the decree recalling Ambas- 
sador Fotich from Washington, he could hardly have realized that his Ambassador would 
refuse to obey his orders. For two days Fotich kept silence and then went with his dis- 
missal-cablegram to the State Department, saying his recall was illegal, and that he 
would carry on his duties as usual. This he has actually done and the State Department 
continues to do business with the diplomat who has no status. 

It took almost three years to the day to get the Finnish Nazi-propagandist, Ambassador 
Hjalmar Procope out of his Embassy. We may justly ask ourselves, how long will it take 
-to oust Fotich and stop his anti-Allied propaganda among the one-and- a-half million 
Americans of Yugoslav descent in America. 

Fotich was assigned to Washington by Premier Milan Stojadinovic, friend and col- 
laborator of Goering and Goebbels, and himself a genuine Fascist who sold out Yugo- 
slavia to Hitler. Stojadinovic is now our prisoner on the island of Mauritius. 
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 Fotich is not the representative of Draza Mihajlovic, but of quisling Marshall Milan ~ 
Nedich of Belgrade; of the clero-fascist Dimitrije Ljotich and of Stanislay Krakov, editor — 
of the Fascist Novo Vreme of Belgrade. ‘ 
Fotich misuses the good name of Serbia. His is the movement of those Pan-Serbs 
who call Yugoslavia “a mistake of Versailles’ and who appeal to the State Department 
to withdraw recognition from Yugoslavia on the one hand while on the other they 
appeal to Peter to proclaim himself King of Serbia, thus disrupting Yugoslavia and 
playing into the hands of the Hapsburgs. 
It was reported in the New York News that recently Otto and Felix Hapsburg 
received the great honor of sitting at Mass on the throne opposite the Archbishop in 
St. Patrick’s Cathedral. It is known that certain romancers in Washington look back 
to the days of the Hapsburg dynasty thinking they are looking forward into the future! 
It is time that we stopped playing “king-maker” and encouraging the pipe dreams of 
these reactionaries and ultramontanists. 


QUOTA EDUCATION 


ae The basic political rights, under which minorities in this country have been 
enabled to strive for their particular rights, were established here by Protestant 
refugees from Europe. This is a fact which was first forgotten by the general 
public and is now denied by authoritarian elements. It is nevertheless an extremely 
important fact, for if our people don’t know where there freedom is, some day 
they will want it in a hurry and will be unable to find it. Among the chief sinners 
in this regard are Protestants themselves who not only forget that their forefathers 
established the foundations of minority rights in this country but even go further 
and deny to a non-Christian minority the privileges of their own universities and 
colleges. 


The Jewish tradition has always respected learning. Like <0 Scottish and New 
England Puritans, the base of whose culture was indeed derived directly from the 
Hebrew scriptures, the Jewish people have always had the deepest respect for the 

achievements of the intellect. 


Jewish names will be found in the indices of every branch of research or learn- 
ing. Anti-Semitism, acutely conscious of the|eminence of Jews in the arts and 
sciences, would raise against them an academic blockade. If the doors of our col- 
leges and universities could be slammed in their faces, if they could be education- 
ally starved their intellectual life would recede and die. The analogy is not far- 
fetched between this sort of treatment and the physical starvation employed by the 
Nazis. 

In Czarist Russia, in Poland, in Rumania, and in other European countries this 
policy was well-known long before the appearance of Fascism. The number of 
Jewish children was even restricted in elementary schools. Nobody ever dreamed 
that this miserable quota education would cross the ocean to the land of democracy. 

i But it did. The restriction of Jews from institutions of higher learning is already 
ie practiced in many of the better known and in some of the so-called exclusive col- 
peas leges, especially those which claim to be non-sectarian although they are predom- 
inantly Protestant in character and control. This is not true of similar institutions 
belonging to our Roman Catholic brethren. 


In almost every instance where a Jewish boy or girl, no matter how well quali- 
fied by training and character, is denied admission into one or another so-called. 
better known American colleges of Protestant origin and control no decent excuse 
is given... or can be given. This is an outrage to Jewish youth. And it is a be- 
trayal of Protestant principles by Protestant institutions. This betrayal is high- 
lighted by the fact that Roman Catholic institutions are not guilty. It is a retreat 
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fom Americanism. A slight retreat you will say. That is because your boy is not 
among those excluded. It is the boy outside the closed gate who feels the tragedy. 
‘This retreat leads straight to the American counterpart of Hitler’s Germany. The 
blockade against Jewish youth must be broken! 


We are mailing this editorial to the presidents of all those institutions which to 
our knowledge apply discrimination against Jews in their admission of students in 
the hope that they will reverse this anti-democratic practice. 


SINARCHISM'S EVIL FRUIT 


The dispatches from Mr. Roche in this issue will shock many of our readers. The 
tragic thing about the beginnings of Fascism in any counrty is that the humans upon 
whom the Fascists work their evil spell are simple decent folk, victims of injustice and 
desirous of a good life. It would be the greatest mistake to forget this fact and we are 
glad that Bishop David Ruesga of the Church of God does not forget it. The Rev. John 
A. O’Brien of the University of Notre Dame defends the Sinarchist movement in an 
article in Our Sunday Visitor (July 2, 1944). “Sinarchism,” says Father O’Brien, “is op- 
posed to Fascism as much as democracy in North America is opposed to it.” His con- 
tention that “Sinarchism is a thoroughly democratic movement” is found echoed in the 
editorial pages of the parochial press across the country. 

Our information leads us to agree with the statement of Edward Skillin, Jr., in The 
Commonweal, June 9, 1944: 

“The Sinarquist organization is authoritarian and ‘highly centralized; it requires blind 


obedience on the part of its members; the element of secrecy is so great that even leaders require 
secret countersigns in order to recognize each other. 


“History has repeatedly shown that a political machine whose operations are so, secret, and 
which exacts an obedience so complete, a machine which by definition lacks the normal internal 
checks upon its action, invariably is diverted from its original purposes. It can easily be captured, 
especially when operating within the Latin American tradition, by a jefe or caudillo whose domin- 
ating purpose is his own will to power. It can become the political tool of groups within the com- 
munity, such as big business or an army jwmta. It could even be used to confound the provinces of 
God and of Caesar. In similar fashion it can become the organ of a foreign power. And finally, 
worst of all, not being captured by any outside force, its own achievement of power inevitably 
introduces the virus of corruption. 


“If Sinarquists succeed in growing considerably more in numbers, there is real danger of a 
bloody civil war. If in such a conflict they are defeated, the condition of their adherents will be 
even worse than it is at present. Were they to win, we should once again have a dictatorial state 
adorned with Catholic symbols and forcibly repressing all opposition—until the whole kettle boils 
overt once more, to the terrible detriment of the Church.” 


It could not be said better and we are happy to join our voice to that of Common- 
weal, for while we are not primarily interested in any visible Church as such, we are 
definitely interested in that which churches might serve, if they could only forget them- 
selves in that service, and we believe that the Sinarchist movement, like certain other 
popular movements both in the United States and in Canada, is no friend of any church 
and certainly no friend of man’s just aspirations. 


ADAM CLAYTON POWELL FOR CONGRESS 


The Rev. Adam Clayton Powell, Jr., pastor of the Abyssinian Baptist Church 
in New York, is running for Congress. This is not his first political venture. He 
has been a member of the New York City Council and has taken a vigorous part 
in the political and social life of the city. First it should be noted that Adam Powell 
is a straight shooter and a hard hitter. He has fought Fascism on the domestic 
scene, not merely as it affects the Negro but on every democratic front. In Congress 
he should be a powerful champion of the rights of labor, of the Negro, of the 
small business man and of the small farmer. He has courage and he has a steady 
accurate aim. We know he will carry into the political life blood of the nation some 
very necessary moral vitamins. 
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rasa may be asked (it will be asked ) by a studious reader: What of your vaunted — 


principle of the separation of church and state? Why do you come out in support — 


of a minister of religion who has thrown his Sunday-go-to-meetin’-hat into the 
political ring? Some who ask this question will be those who are merely interested 
in keeping such a man as Powell out of Congress where they fear he will set more 
political pots boiling than they had bargained for. Others will be honestly dis- 
turbed, To them we say: The principle of the separation of church and state has 
gone by the board in domestic politics, national, state and city. The part played by 


the church in foreign politics and its domestic repercussions are a scandal. We are. 


still for the principle of separation of church and state, but today in order to effec- 
tuate that separation, which has been abrogated, it may be necessary for a few 
Baptist hats, even perhaps some. broad Quaker hats, to be added to the heap of 
berets, scarlet skull caps, and tiaras there already. In other words, those in the 
church who would rescue it from politics may find it necessary to go into politics 
in order to effect that very rescue, just as it is necessary sometimes to fight fire with 
fire. In an editorial (July, 1939) speaking of this problem of the church staying 
out of politics we said: | : 

‘This, however, is not an absolute 1legative precept with which, for in- 
stance, I as a Protestant may close my own mouth when a priest uses the cross 
of his chapel to catch lightning from heaven and hurl it upon Washington to 
confute and confound the democratic processes of my citizenship. This 
condition of separation between church and state is a condition not yet arrived 
at. And until it has been arrived at, I, as a Protestant, and as a citizen, must 

- act as a citizen to counteract that lightning. 

“There is no other thing for me to do. I cannot find escape in the New 
Testament from my responsibility because, as we have pointed out before, the 
responsibilities of Caesar ave my responsibilities. 

“We are Caesar. We are our policemen. We are our state. We are our 
navy. We protect and aid Japan in perhaps the most horrible adventure of all 
time. We held Spain down while her own church attacked her in company 
with Mussolini and Hitler. 

“We ate asked to forget this. Already we are asked to forget this. 

“It may be that Protestantism will die in this country. It well may be. 
Its enemies already proclaim its death. Already it becomes a thing to be 
tolerated, a child’s disease that will be outgrown. 

“And with Protestantism will die freedom, democracy, tolerance. 

“But let Protestants remember this. No one can kill Protestantism except 
Protestants. When Protestants look upon their name as an indecent thing, 
when they become ashamed of their heritage, when the edge of their indigna- 
tion has been dulled by greed, when their sick ears listen to anti-Semitism, 
when they fall for red-baiting, when they dodge their civic responsibilities, 
they hasten their own death and the death of our republic.” * 

It is to the end of the salvation of the life of this republic that we support 
Adam Powell in his candidacy. 


THIS THING CALLED FREEDOM 


Of all inventions, the strangest is man. Some humanists claim that man invented 
himself. We do not make this claim, although we do say that man has a part to 
play in his own invention. We believe that man both finds himself and is found 
by Another. You may say, why this capital A on the word Another? You may 
say, why drag in this Other, which is after all only a way of getting around using 


the word “God.” Well, then, why drag in God? Why not man and let it go at . 


that? Some would answer this by referring to Revelation, meaning the record of 
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1e religious experience of the Here eens what we know as the Bible. We 
believe that this Revelation and all other revelations are records of human experi- 
ence and that the only touchstone which can tell the false from the true zn revela- 
tion is the human being himself: his head, his heart, his muscles, all these function- 
ing as one human personality m his environment. I say “in.his environment” because 
I do not wish to put the environment over against the human being. Man is part 
of his own environment. 

As man grew up on this planet, through trial and error, through hit or miss, 
he developed all the techniques of living which we know as institutions. A fork 
is an institution. A law court is an institution. But beneath these techniques he 
felt the need of something mote, a basic orientation towards life. This basic orien- 
tation is what is taught in the Catechism. The question that the Catechism poses as 
to what is the chief end of man is a question which does not have to be put into 
the minds of children, It is there already: ‘““What is it all for? What is the use 
of living?” Indeed there is no fundamental question posed by Thomas Aquinas 
that is not native and at home in the mind of any average 12 or 14 year old child. 
The religious question, the question of attitude-toward-life-in-general, the question 
of personality-set is basic to all other questions. If modern revolutionists have 
ruled out these questions it is because of two things: 


(1) The questions themselves-as posed by most religious thinkers had become 
meaningless, irrelevant, and false to man’s own hungers. y 

(2) The revolutionists themselves were filled to overflowing with wholesome 
saving religious attitudes which they inherited unwittingly from their 
own pasts. It was a mystic who said that one can be so close to God that 
one may deny the existence of God. 


Those who base religion exclusively on revelation omit the first basis of reli- 
gion which is experience. They skip more than just one step on the way to 
revelation. They skip everything that gives revelation any meaning whatsoever. 


A man came to Jesus and said to him, what must I do to be saved, and Jesus 
said, “Love God and your neighbor.” And then, to bring the matter from the 
heart-realm into the muscle-realm, Jesus went on, “Get rid of your money and 
come with me.” This is all very simple, isn’t it? No need for long books of 
theology most of which are tortuous rationalizations of escape from these simple 
releasing words of Jesus. 


We believe that there is a direct relationship between money and the Gospel. 
They are at war with one another. A money civilization is the antithesis of the 
Gospel of Jesus. Those ministers with whom THE PROTESTANT is associated are 
not afraid to say this. Nor do they lack humility in saying it. They do not accuse 
their brethren whose eloquence is pleasing to the ears of those who can pay big 
salaries. They know that the pews of big city churches are filled with anti-Semites. 
And that therefore the ministers of these churches cannot be expected to speak too 
plainly against those who beat Jewish children and frighten their mothers to death. 
They know, further, that many of our large city churches fail to make the Gospel 
convincing to pews which fairly froth with hatred of such mild experiments in 
social amelioration as the New Deal. THE PROTESTANT and those ministers as- 
sociated with it do not reproach those who minister to wealth. Occasionally we 
shall even see a wealth-bound preacher come out from his bondage and join these 
others. 

The church as it articulates itself in power and prestige throughout the world 
today speaks not for the gospel, but against the gospel. Those in the church who 
speak for the gospel are a small minority of the church. We believe this minority 
will grow and become more articulate and that it will take a vital part in the 
creation of a new life in America. To create this new life many seemingly cruel 
things will have to be done. Many of our present paths must be abandoned. Truths 
long hidden must come out from their hiding places and demand a full hearing. 
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digging must be done on this continent before America can once more rediscov 
her ancient road to freedom. 

Man as we have said is a strange invention. His freedom is a paradox. It is 
found only in love, and love at its freest moment is most anxious to ensnare itsel k 
in soil or soul. The seed gives itself away and becomes a tree. The lover gives 
himself away and becomes a new man or a new society. Love seeks his bondage. — 

Jesus was of course a mystic as all eager religious figures have been mystics. 
The most profoundly mystical expression in all history is that in which Jesus 
said, my God, my God, why hast Thou forsaken me? That was the moment in 
which the silly quarrel between theists and humanists was healed: in the sacrificial 
heat of a man doing his job to the utmost. Here is where man becomes divine: 
in an honest job of work. He may be plowing or baking, or he may be shaking 
a world to pieces and beginning a new era of human relationships. According 
to his nature and creative ability he has taken hold of his environment, has given 
to it and taken from it, has acted on it and yielded to it, has lost himself in it and 
gained himself out of it. This talk may be unclear to theologians, but all who are 
alive and know they are alive will recognize its truth. It is simply the common sense 
which is man’s ancient wisdom. It is the primal stuff to which theologians must 
return. It is the material to which they must yield. » 

There is one terrible thing about this freedom: it is free. In other words it 
cannot be bestowed nor can it be withheld. Teachers ache to bestow it upon their 
pupils as they bestow technique upon their pupils. But it cannot be done. It comes 
or it comes not. All the king’s horses and all the king’s men cannot bring freedom 
or restore freedom to the human being. We can remove restrictions to freedom, 
we can create the soil of freedom. For instance we can remove the profit motive 
(restriction) which prevents man’s honest approach to his work. We can place a 
child in uninhibited relationship with his environment. But we cannot create 
creativity. That is a given, a mystery to be accepted with humility and with awe. 


THE MEANING OF CHRISTIANITY 


We have many times been challenged to state what we mean by Christianity. Some 
people appear to think that THE PROTESTANT is not seriously religious, that in fact we 
are simply a clever front for some political manoeuvre. 

In the early days of the magazine we tried to make clear our conception of religion 
and since religious living for us was simply the truest, the most honest, the most realistic 
living possible we tried in each issue to cut through untreality to reality im specific situa- 
tions. If we had been a theological magazine we should have perhaps done differently. 
Theology is not religion. Theology is a science. It makes the effort to arrange and classify 
man’s ideas about reality or God. Religion on the other hand is an’ action or as I prefer 
to call it, an action-passion. 

E. Stanley Jones in his book “Abundant Living” remarks ¢ ‘You must learn to be 
passive before God and active before men.” I am not quoting this to pick flaws in Dr. 
Jones’ book which is full of wisdom but the sentence may serve as a point of departure. 

Jesus said if a man takes your coat give him your cloak also. If a man wants you to 
walk with him a mile, walk two miles. This would appear to counsel a certain degree 
of passivity towards men. The life of Jesus exhibits his struggle with his God. “Let 
this cup pass.” “Why hast Thou forsaken me?” 

I say his God. For while God is one just as the earth is one and the universe is one, 
nevertheless each man sees God from his particular place just as he sees the earth and the 
universe from his particular place. Sees his God and struggles with his God. A man who 
has not struggled with Him knows nothing of Him. 

So men who touch reality are both active and passive in their relationship to both 
God and other men. 
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agree. 


To be too “active before men” is to become dizzy with success. To be too passive 
before God is to avoid incarnational responsibility. Little Therese of Lisieux (now being 
‘liberated by our soldiers) talked back to God, fairly browbeat God in the creative fury 
of her love. 

We must not contrast too strongly the world of God and the world of men. God 
lives in His world and with His men. Men live in their world and with their God. That 
is the fundamental meaning of Christianity. Religion is an action-passion or the most 
deeply passionate action. 0 


FEDERAL COUNCIL AND THE NEGROES . 


The Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America has made an official statement 
On race discrimination which they call the most pointed message that they have ever 
issued. The message says that “we must not, like our enemies commit the sin of racial 
contempt and domination based upon the theories of a master race,” and continues, “we 
as a nation shall prove our sincerity by achievement within our own boundaries vital 
community, irrespective of color or cultural heritage.” 

We hope we shall not be thought to carp if we say that Negroes will read this state- 
ment in vain to find the Christian brotherhood they have so long awaited from their 
Christian white brothers. One sentence would have sufficed. That sentence would have 
said: The color line which Christian churchés have drawn in thew houses of worship and 
in their social gatherings must be erased. Or it might have been even shorter: Let us 
welcome our colored brethren into God's churches and beg their pardon for having ex- 
cluded them. If such a sentence should divide the Federal Council of Churches of Christ 
in America into color-conscious and color-blind antagonistic groups then let the division 
be made. It would be a healthy division. Unity is not a priority, anymore than peace. - 
Love is the priority. Love from which stems justice. Order and peace and unity and 
quiet and security and all these others will be added unto love and justice. This is the 
religious message of THE PROTESTANT and this we shall repeat again and again. 

The Christian caravels will really begin to gather the harvest of Christ’s sea only 
when they strip themselves to their fishing weight: The most effective method of doing 
this will be to translate abstract exhortations into concrete commitments. 


NEW HORIZONS 


4 . 

Edwin McNeill Poteat enters bravely upon his task as the new president of Colgate- 
Rochester Divinity School. He sees promise in the horizon but it is “promise of struggle 
against reaction and towards greater liberty.” His inaugural address augurs well for the 
great task ahead “to clarify, activate and extend the Liberal Tradition.” 


CORONACH FOR MOFFATT 


We lament the passing of a great literary artist, James Moffat. We believe that his © 
translation of the Bible has yet to find its rightful place in English literature as a creative © 
achievement. Men thirsty for the springs of fine letters will return again and again to 
Moffatt’s rendering of the world’s greatest religious writers. Alone among modern 
scholars who tried to penetrate the soul of Israel’s God-singers Moffatt possessed those 
dimensions of poetry and clan-feeling which opened the door into their hearts and en- 
abled him to carry their songs and prophecies full-bodied into modern English. He was 
a valuable adviser sending us from time to time his wisdom in sharply condensed form. 
He could say on a postcard what most of our correspondents would spread over three 
legal pages. A canny Scot, shy, who would disown the bigness of his own heart. With 
him came much to America. A handful of ashes went home. 

“O Judah, to your crying! 

O Israel, to your grief and woe! 

On your battlefields the slain are lying, 
And heroes, alas! fallen low.” 
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POLITICAL POSTSCRIPT. 


Mr. Walter Lippmann disqualifies Henry Wallace as a candidate for Vice-President 
en the ground that “he is,an exceptionally fine human being,” that his “calling is that 
of a prophet,” that he is “a mystic, an isolated man to whom the shape of the real 
world is not clear.” Mr. Lippmann here reflects the current and totally false understanding 
of the term mystic. The true mystic is the realist and we believe that Mr. Wallace 
is a supreme realist and that the American people could not do better than to have 
such a man as their Vice-President or President. 


ANTI-SEMITIC BOOMERANG 
Editorial by W. ELLIS DAVIES 


The normal tranquillity of Brooklyn’s Samuel J. Tilden High School was shat- 
tered. The schedules of Principal and teachers were disrupted. Telephone calls, 
letters and post-cards screaming anti-Semitism poured in upon the school. The 
tense concern of teachers and students was hardly conducive to the promotion of 
learning. Shadows hung heavily over the classrooms. 

One teacher in particular found himself the victim of scurrilous attacks. What 
monstrous crime had been committed? 

At a Town Hall type of meeting on April 21st a brilliant 15 year old student, 
one of several speakers, dealt with the subject ‘“The Subversive Press—A Threat to 
Democracy.” In an excellent anti-Fascist speech he named many native Fascists 
and some of their publications. Among them he included “The Brooklyn Tablet, 
also a Coughlinite newspaper, edited by Patrick Scanlon, a former leader of the 
New York Christian Front Movement.” 

An examination of the boy’s speech reveals the significant fact that for every 
Catholic receiving dishonorable mention there were three Protestants. No 
Protestant either orally, or in print, interpreted the speech as an attack upon 
Protestant religion. 

The Brooklyn Tablet, however, chose to construe the boy’s speech as an attack 
upon the Catholic religion. Had there been untrue and injurious statements in the 
boy's speech, there was ample opportunity of protesting directly to Dr. Lefkowitz, 
the Principal, whose administration had justifiably earned for the Tilden School an 
enviable reputation as a stronghold of the finest tradition of democracy. Without 
consulting the Principal, however, Patrick Scanlon sent his complaint to the Super- 
intendent of Schools; then, what is worse, without waiting for the Superintendent’s 
findings, he launched a vitriolic attack in The Brooklyn Tablet of April 29th. 

Headlined ‘Superintendent Asked to Stop Lying Attacks,’’ Editor Scanlon 
insinuated that a teacher had prepared the boy’s speech and claimed that Catholics 
had been assailed. Scanlon’s barrage of intimidation brought forth immediate 
results. Dr. Lefkowitz, bending over backwards to restore harmony, called in the 
faculty adviser who had permitted the boy to make his charges, asked him why he 
had not eliminated the objectionable paragraph; he further instructed the head of 
the department to censor such speeches in future so as to prevent a recurrence of any 
such incident. Dr. Lefkowitz then apologized to the teacher whose objection to the 
speech had initiated the situation, and later he opened his editorial column in the 
school paper to another teacher for a lengthy defense of The Brooklyn Tablet. 
But even this was not enough to appease the wrath of Scanlon. Superintendent of 
Schools Wade reprimanded the faculty adviser for failing to strike out the para- 
graph in question. 

Thus did The Brooklyn Tablet win a tentative victory over that aspect of 
democracy which promotes academic freedom. The irony of the situation lies in 
the Tablet’s exploitation of the right of free speech to attack the American Jewish 
Congress and Dr. Stephen S. Wise (Feb. 12, 1944) and to open its columns to. 
Dr. Edward Lodge Curran who was-a regular writer for Father Coughlin’s Social 
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Justice. ‘But oc Tablet seeks a ee s a eee It is , clearly tayaling 
to share them with those having variant opinions. 

Yet another significant result of the incident was this: Dr. Lefkowitz was 
flooded with vicious anti-Semitic attacks by readers of the Tablet. If judged by its 
fruits—in this case the heightening of anti-Semitism—the Tablet is guilty of the 
charges levelled against it by the Tilden High School boy. 

Fortunately, however, the story does not end here. Following an exhaustive 
investigation by this writer, the Steering Committee of the New York Regional 
Action Committee of the Textbook Commission, representing nearly 300 clergy- 
men, met for action. They sent out, over their collective signatures, the following: 
Letters to the persons most immediately involved, defending academic freedom; a 
letter to the Superintendent deploring his premature reprimand; letters to all school 
principals assuring them of their determination to see to it that the freedom of 
speech they enjoyed in the pulpit should be shared in the schools; letters containing 
a documented report to the Protestant clergy of Greater New York. 

The members of the school system who seek to safeguard their democratic privi- 
leges wete, to judge by their letters to us, and their subsequent action, enheartened. 

For example, the Association of Teachers of Social Studies manifested their 
deep concern with the incident, and passed a splendid resolution, declaring that 
“any publication which deals with matters of public policy is subject to free and 
public discussion by the students; and . . . that public reprimand should be reserved 
for those who would stifle, not for those who encourage, free discussion.” 

Again, one thousand members of the Teachers Union expressed “profound 
disturbance at Dr. Wade’s apology to the editor of The Brooklyn Tablet and pro- 
tested against the reprimand to the teacher involved in the Tilden forum.” 

We applaud the determination of the teachers organizations to prevent freedom 
of speech from becoming the exclusive prerogative of a single minority; and we 
will bring them our full support whenever their democratic privileges are en- 
dangered. 

The Tablet’s victory was, indeed, tentative! 


* % * 


In the March issue of THE PROTESTANT on page 45 a warning by J. Bryan 
Allin contained the following assertion: ‘‘Anti-Semites work at their job every hour 
of the day and night and every day of the week. In Chicago they are organizing 
precinct by precinct for the coming elections.” 

Dr. Allin’s statement has been completely vindicated.’ Charles J. Anderson, Jr., 
Republican nominee for the 6th Congressional district is already exploiting the 
work of the anti-Semites by campaigning on an anti-Semitic basis. 

But the Textbook ‘Commission is meeting this Fascist offensive with a powerful 
counter-offensive. The story appeared in the Chicago Sun of May 26th... . 

‘A protest rally against Anderson’s candidacy will be held at 8:00 p.m., 
on June 6 in the Sokol Havilcek Hall under the sponsorship of The Chicago 

Textbook Commission of THE PROTESTANT. Other rallies will be held in the 

future. . . . Professor Adams and J. Bryan Allin issued a joint statement 

declaring that ‘it is the duty of all decent Americans to cast their votes against 

Charles J. Anderson, Jr. His defeat should be so overwhelming that he and all 

people like him will learn that a man who runs for office on the basis of racial 

and religious hatred cannot be elected to any office anywhere 1 in this country’.”” 

The next day the Chicago Sun editorialized . . . ‘We welcome the organiza- 
tion of the Committee and the Protest Rally to be sponsored by The Chicago Text- 
book Commission of THE PROTESTANT. . . . If there ever were an occasion when 
voters would be justified in casting their ballots against rather than for a man or 
principle, this is it. Defeatism and bigotry have no place in the next Congress.” 

Due to the efforts of our Steering Committee under the leadership of -Rev. 
Paul J. Folino, a cooperating group under the leadership of Bory Steinberg, — 
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Bernard Lefkow and Robert Greenfield, Chicago businessmen, it became expedient 
for the Republicans of the 6th Congressional District to repudiate Anderson’s can- 
didacy and to support an independent campaign. We shall watch very carefully in 
the future the action of the 6th Congressional District Republicans and look to them 
to produce a resounding victory over race prejudice. 


* * % 


On May 11 three Jewish Dorchester boys were brutally assaulted by an anti- 
Semitic group. Another assault took place on May 12. Eight members of this 
group were later identified both by victims and witnesses. Their assailants were 
notified by police to appear at a hearing on May 20. Only three of them appeared. 
The victims were present with parents and witnesses. The Probation Officer barred 
the children’s attorney from the hearing. 

In the hearing the Probation Officer denied victims the right to furnish evi- 
dence on the May 12 assaults; he also denied witnesses who were not victims the 
right either to furnish testimony or to help identify the assailants. He further 
refused to explain the absence of most of the assailants’ and barred testimony 
against them in their absence. : 

It was clear throughout the hearing that both the Probation Officer and the 
Sergeant were attempting to defend the assailants. In fact the Probation Officer 
declined to recommend the Clerk of Court to issue a complaint. 

At the time of writing the court is being petitioned and every effort is being 
made by the Good Neighbor Association of Dorchester to prevent a frustration of 
justice. 

It must be recognized that this is a vital test case; that a failure here to deter 
anti-Semitic violence would be tantamount to an endorsement of such violence by 
the very authorities constituted to prevent it. 

The case is being carefully watched, not only by our Boston Steering Com- 
mittee, but by our committees in every major city. And we are prepared to act. 


The article in this issue by the Rev. Ben Richardson furnishes information at first 
hand which corroborates so far as the Boston pattern goes our contention that there is a 
definite tie-up between the Christian Front and hush-hush Jewish policy. This tie-up is 
of course unacknowledged and will be vigorously denied by all concerned. But it shows 
in Richardson’s amazing interview with Msgr. Hickey and it shows in Archbishop 
Mooney’s speech in Detroit. 

* * 

Our Associate Editor Mr. H. R. Southworth has been for some time in the OWI 
European Service and finds it impossible to continue his work with us at the present time. 
Mr. Gerald Richardson who joins our staff ‘as Associate Editor with special reference 
to the cooperative movement and as editor of special features is a distinguished young 
Roman Catholic layman. He is released to us from the U. S. government which he has 
served brilliantly in the Department of Agriculture and in the Department of the 
Interior. He was one of the chief figures in the beginnings of the famous Antigonish 


Movement in Eastern Canada. ' 
* * . * 


Owing to paper restrictions we have been compelled to combine our July and August 
numbers into one. Monthly publication will resume with the September issue. 


* Mie te * 
Erratum 


In the June issue on page 3, line 29, in Pierre van Paassen’s editorial on Stephen S. 
Wise, “he effected” should read “he effaced.” 
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4AD TO COME THIS WAY! 


IERRE VAN PAASSEN 


e Ye shall 


D BE hated because of the name of 
jesus! How is that possible? Some 
lars consider it not unlikely at all that 
‘name of Jesus,’’ which, as John New- 
; familiar old hymn has it, ‘‘sounds so 
t in a believer’s ear,” was totally un- 
wn to the very Man of Nazareth who 
borne it through the long centuries of 
sty. As the latinized form of the 
rew Jeshuah it was almost certainly 
relished by a Palestinian Jew who saw 
ountry trodden underfoot by the Latin- 
king Romans. I do not see any Guil- 
1c or Louis in present-day France 
fering happily to the name Wilhelm or 
wig in the language of the detested 
jueror. Nor does it seem likely that 
Master attached such ominous signifi- 
e to his own real Hebrew or Aramaic 
e of Jeshuah or Joshuah that he fore- 
it becoming a cause of hatred for his 
ids and followers in the future. There 
: plenty of Palestinian boys other than 
amed in honor of the national hero 
m tradition links with that momentous 
ge in the career of the nomadic Israel- 
tibes when they left the desert behind 
entered upon a settled life in the cities 
vineyards of Canaan. There was noth- 
odious, reprehensible or hateful about 
1ame of Joshua, the successor of Moses, 
aything likely to give offense in days 
me. 

“hat then? We have nevertheless Jesus’ 
words: “Ye shall be hated of all men 
my name’s sake.’’ Can it be that he 
‘red to the name Christ which tradition 
also fastened upon him? But Christ 
Greek word; and Jesus knew no Greek. 
would not have understood that word, 
nore than he would have understood 
word Christian. In his day there were 
hristians, at least there were no persons 
ally or unofficially designated by that 
lation. In his day there were only 
ples, pupils, friends, fellow-travellers, 
w-Godseekers who walked around 
the Master, as one sees till this day in 
‘ities of the East disciples and devotees 
admirers walk around or sit under a / 
tree with a teacher, a rabbi, an ulema 


: ~ 
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be hated of all men for my name’s sake. 
Matthew 10:22 


or a swami, as the case may be, to hear that 
man’s words, to catch his thoughts and to 
converse with him on matters of ultimate 
value. 


When Jesus warned his disciples that. 
they must expect to be hated by all for his 
name’s sake, he had in mind the cause he 
represented, the ideas he entertained on 
God and on man’s relationships with God, 
on man’s relationships with his fellow 
and above all the manner in which these 
ideas were to be translated into action. 


Now, as for being hated for his name’s 
sake, for the sake of the cause represented 
by Christ in this world, the cause of the 
Kingdom of God, of that there seems very 
little evidence in our day and generation. 
When we think of men being hated for 
Christ’s sake, we are inclined to hark back 
to the far-off days of the persecutions under 
Nero, or to the Lollards in England, the 
Catholics under Henry VIII, the Anabap- 
tists in Germany, the Huguenots, the Al- 
bigenses, the Waldensians, the Hussites 
and all the other sectarians and heretics 
who were burned, beheaded, drowned, 
racked and quartered in the ages of intol- 
erance in the long ago. We ourselves are 
no longer intolerant. We are for freedom 
of religion everywhere and for everyone: 
in Russia, in Spain, in Peru, in Poland, are 
we not? We can scarcely conceive of a 
Christian being hated in our day. We can- 
not imagine a man’s attachment to any 
church, creed or theology turning him into 
an object for ridicule, contempt, opposition, 
division, hatred or persecution. Who is 
today being hated for the specific sake of 
being baptized or confirmed, for making a 
confession of faith in the doctrines of a 
church? Can you name anyone in the 
whole world? 


Isn’t it rather the other way around? 
Aren’t Christians very much in honor? 
Aren’t they respected? They are indeed 
preferred above others for the very reason 
that they are Christians. In more and more 
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A ehok towns there are signs up saying 


that non-Christians had better pass on. 
Christians hold prominent positions. States- 
men and politicians who invoke the name 
of Christ are lauded for their piety and 
good sense. Nobody thinks for a moment 
of touching a hair on anybody's head 
because he or she is a professing Christian. 
The official spokesmen and champions of 
Jesus Christ in our society may without 
let or hindrance preach “the word’ of 
Christ. Nobody takes it into his head to 
contradict them or challenge them, let 
alone hate them for it. In fact the news- 
papers are full of reports of sermons on 
Monday morning. The words of Christ’s 
most prominent ministers are on the front 
page. Nobody needs to shut himself up in 
a secret room now with the door locked 
and barred, as our fathers were often com- 
pelled to do when they wanted to read 
the Gospel. The whole churchly Christian 
business has become highly respectable. 
Nobody hates it. Nobody has a word to 
say against it. And this is rather surprising 
too, for Jesus intimated more than once, 
and in no uncertain terms, that his name 
and his cause would be a source of con- 
tradiction among men, and of dispute and 
animosity and hatred and fierce struggle, 
struggle unto death even. A man’s foes, 
he warned, were going to be found in his 
own household. Think not that I am come 
to bring peace, he said. I came to bring 
the sword. 


Yet, what we see and hear today, isn’t 
it all peace and amity? The air is full of 
talk of reunion, ecumenicity, alliances in- 
ter-this and inter-that; not of hatred, surely. 
It is considered rather a particular recom- 
‘mendation for a pastor or a priest when 
it is said of him that he is loved of every- 
body, rich and poor, labor and capital, 
young and old, believer and unbeliever. 
Little does it seem to be realized by those 
who use that kind of language and by 
those to whom it is applied that all these 
eulogies stand in formal and flagrant con- 
. tradiction with the words of the Lord 
himself who said: “Ye will be hated by 
all for my name’s sake,” and who even 
went further when he declared: “Woe unto 
you if men speak (not evil, but) well of 
you!”’ 

Isn’t that a surprising, paradoxical situa- 
tion? According to the word of their 
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“Master, Christians were to be hae d, 


is: they were to find themselves ex 
to opprobrium, to dishonor and cont 
They were to expect tg be treated as 
outcasts from polite society. And in 
of that we find them respected, hone 
decorated, installed in the highest positi 
pampered, applauded and loved. So 
thing has gone wrong here, obviot 
Either Jesus was wrong in his prognos! 
tion of hatred, or his followers have ¢ 
ducted themselves in such a mannet ¢ 
prevent the accumulation upon their h 
of the hatred their Master-promised. 
has happened? Did he miscalculate? ” 
Jesus commit a psychological error i 
foreseeing that his religion of love we 
turn logically into the exact ae 
encounter today, in that his follower 
indeed loved and not hated? What is 
answer? 
The answer is on record in Jesus’ 
words: “Ye shall be hated of all men 
my name’s sake” ... but... “blesse 
those who are persecuted for the sake 
justice and righteousness” . and J 
“blessed are ye, when men shall revile | 
and persecute you, and shall say all m 
of evil against you falsely, for my sake, ‘ 
because of his cause, because of the thi 
he stands for, because of what is particul 
his business: the Kingdom of God, 
is at the same time man’s supreme cau 


Who is reviled and hated and wars 
in our day? Look around you! Rea 
newspapers! Is it the princes of the Chu 
of Christ? Is it the synod, the council, 
most prominent preachers, the bearers 
the golden croziers, the hooded, gow: 


and mitred theologians? Not at all. T 
are not hated. People go out of their 
to meet them with a smile and they 
back in the most friendly, amiable fash 
No hatred there! Nothing but good ' 
In fact the more prominent a Chri 
the more, it seems, he is not hated, 
admired by everybody. He takes good ( 
not to be hated. Controversy, strife, 7 
gle he eschews as a pestilence. In fa 
never engages in controversy except 
parlor games of male De ee Zeal, wk 


nd eam: ae is for peace at 
-and does not even want to run 
of being frowned at, let alone be 
He proclaims himself objective 
re, and readily asserts that there are 
sides to every question, two sides to a 
id two sides to truth! If he is a Chris- 
preacher he usually chooses his words 
and oils them well with unction and 
uty and banality so that they slip easily 
ne ear and out the next without touch- 
inything in passing. He wants tran- 
ity and peace of mind and to be at 
in Zion, and how! He is for social 
>, for national unity, for tolerance, for 
xcracy, for the right kind of labor 
ions, for Russian relief, for keeping 
lew in his place—quite charitably of 
e—and the Negro where he belongs. 
ae word he is for the status quo. He 
Vt want to disturb anything or any- 

Leave well enough alone, is his 
nword. Don’t disturb sleeping lions. 
is have peace, let us be loved by all 


at there in the battle of life, out there 
@ arena, where it smells of sweat and 
entionable things, where dirt flies and 
e blood flows, where men snarl with 
d and disillusion and pent-up wrath, 
e the struggle for man, for the King- 
of God rages with more and more 
rness as the issues grow sharper and 
deologies more accentuated, there you 
ym see him, except perhaps as an 
yartial’’ spectator or as an interpreter 
ne other side of the question. It is 
> true, of course, that you do encounter 
ccasional Christian individual in the 
ng, social turmoil, but when do we 
he Church of Christ collectively, fight- 
there as a unit, as a phalanx, as a 
ta Christi? When? 

What did modern labor expect from 
Church of Christ?’ asked a famous 
nan churchman at the beginning of 
century. And he answered: “‘Every- 
7! 

What did labor receive from the 
tch of Christ?” he asked next. And 
nswer was: ‘‘Nothing!”’ 

is the same today. The official churches 
ys play safe when issues become acute 
in the case of present-day America, 
re, as nearly everyone realizes, pro- 
d, eatth-shaking events stand before 
loor, where millions of men and wom- 


en will presently cry out their disillusion 
and disappointment and frustration, where 
either the social fabric is to be revolution- 
ized from top to bottom, socialized and 


collectivized, or where war is to become 


the permanent state of affairs. What has 
that great influential body, the Church of 


-Christ—not this or that individual social- 


minded minister—to say about race hatred, 
about Jew-baiting, about Jim Crowism, 
about the coming peace, about the right 
of collective bargaining, about the right 
to strike, about a planned economy, about 
academic freedom, about share-croppers, 
the public school, and fascism? It utters 
pompous platitudes. It sets up pillars of 
peace that look like soft pillows to sleep 
upon for imperialists and monopolists. It- 
gives ambiguous answers. It evades, it hems. 
and haws, or it takes a cowardly refuge 
behind some mistranslated text or wrongly 
phrased translation of Jesus’ words about 
his kingdom being not of this world. 
* * * 

And yet we are not discouraged! Not 
in the least! Everything is as it should be! 
We know that Jesus did not commit an 
error of judgment or of prognostication. 
His words, recorded in the tenth chapter 
of Matthew, are as true today as the day 
they were uttered. His emblem may be 
upon the breasts of millions. His temples 
may rear their spires into the highest 
heavens and dominate the landscape as 
monuments of conquest and domination. 
His name may be invoked and uttered with 
the utmost reverence, with awe, with bated 
breath, under the spell of music almost 
celestial, and on bended knee by vast mul- 
titudes.... 

His cause, his business, that for which 
he came into the world: “that men may 
have life and have it more abundantly,” 
materially and spiritually, the Kingdom of 
God on Earth, that cause is as much hated 
as ever it was. It is hated more than ever! 
It is execrated, reviled, lied about, spat 
upon, denounced, sabotaged, trodden un- 
derfoot . . . and ofttimes in his, in Jesus’ 
very name. His passion continues. He is 
daily, hourly being crucified anew. He is 
still in agony. 

Say it for once—but earnestly and with 
conviction and with determination that it 
is an evil and must end—that the Negro, 
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the black child of God, is treated in our : 
- you will not only be hated, you wi 


Christian America as if he were a vile 
beast, and see how you will be received. 


See what denunciations will pile upon your _ 
head from the side of the good and the, 


respectable and the safe and the sound! 
Negro-lover! Harlem-goer! . .. You will 
be reviled! mn 

Say it for once that the artificially-stim- 
ulated Jew-hatred in our midst is but an 
instrument in the hour of inevitable mass- 
frustration which is soon to strike to foist 
fascism on the nation and see how nice 
and respectable Christian people will turn 
their backs on you. Jew-lover! How much 
Jew-money did you get for that one? . 
You will be reviled! You will be hated! 

Say it for once that our society should 
be ordered cooperatively and not com- 
petitively, that the goods of this world 
should be at the disposal of all and not 
used merely for the aggrandizement of 
class or nation, and see what you get. Com- 
munist, red, free-lover, wife-beater, drunk- 
ard ...! You will be reviled! You will 
be hated! 

Say it for once that the Red Army is 
saving Western civilization, that is to say 
Christendom, by its self-sacrifice, by the 
rivers of its blood and its high, incompara- 
ble idealism, and see what your reward is: 
internationalist, alien, go back where you 
came from, you un-American .. .! You 
will be execrated! You will be hated! 

Say it for once that the Western imperial- 
isms are as cynically tyrannous in India 
and Malaya and China and Indonesia and 
Africa as Germany is in Europe, and listen 
to the echo of your words. You have gone 
“the limit’ in opposing the war effort, you 
are rocking the boat, you are unpatriotic, 
a traitor to all that’s decent. Men will 
speak evil of you, falsely! You will be 
hated! 

Say it for once that Pope Pius XII 
played the fascist game again with his last- 
minute appeal before the capture of Rome, 
for a negotiated peace, that is to say before 
the Red Army goes on the march to Berlin 
to exterminate the nest of brown marauders 
of humanity. Say that, and you will hear 
yourself called anti-Catholic, anti-religious, 
anti-Christian, intolerant, a bigot, a hate- 
monger, a fake Protestant and a public 
enemy. ... You will be hated! 
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And if you keep on saying these th 


shunned, ostracized, excommunicatec 
the society of the respectable and yo 
the risk of being silenced, and of 
jailed, and worse! 4 
O, yes there is still a deep and b 
hatred for the cause of Christ, for 
Kingdom of God in our day. I don 
that the Red Army is the Kingdom of ¢ 
no more than that the Roman Cath 
Church, which nevertheless makes that? 
claim, is the Kingdom of God. But 
may indeed be agencies of the Kingt 
of God, as the New Deal, the C. I. 
Jehovah’s Witnesses, Gandhi, the I 
Europe movement, the internationale 
labor, the Zionist movement, the Leagu 
Nations may be and sometimes hvel 
agencies, symbols pointing in the dire¢ 
of the Kingdom of God. Every man 
bued with respect for life and persua 
of the essential dignity of the hui 
personality who seeks, with pure intent 
to lift conditions, economic and social ¢ 
ditions, in the direction of justice and f 
dom, is a builder of that Kingdom, é 
if he never mentions the name of Goce 
of Christ or knows not a word of the q 
and no matter what he calls himself o 
called by others: Christian or Jew, Cat 
or Protestant, red or green, freethinke 
agnostic. Words and labels have a 
nificance in this struggle. Acts alone ce 
Not ‘Lord, Lord,’ but “do”! For e 
man has two fatherlands, his own cou 
and the Kingdom of God. Of the 4 
he is the inhabitant, of the second he she 
be the builder. 
It is well that the cause of the King 
should be hated. It had to be that ¥ 
Not only because Jesus said it would, 
because it is essential that the fo 
hostile to the Kingdom should come 
stand in the full light of day, under t 
own true colors, be they the forces 
church and theology and of Christi 
itself as an organized religion. There m 
be a distinguishable line of demarcal 
between the kingdoms of this world | 
the Kingdom of God, between Christ i 
a purely formal and nominal Christial 
which has so often denied and betra 
him and his cause. There must be a dit 
ing line. The hatred of which Jesus sp 
is indicating that dividing line very 
curately today. It is time that the con 
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ind. against the Kingdom be taken 


isly. Not only in words. We have 


nough words and theories and canned 
ines and learned speculations. But 
eds! The Greek word for witness is 
1. All other witnessing is very often 
re spiritual game of blind man’s buff. 
en so, the cause of the Kingdom of 
is not a lost cause, even if it is deeply 
_and detested. It is not spurious or 

Dead things excite no hatred. It has 
yped and undreamt-of energies. In its 
J interpretation, protected and pam- 
by society, it has indeed alienated the 
yt, the love and devotion of millions. 
oh Keller admits that European labor 
ts entirety lost to the official Christian 
hes whatever their denomination. 
‘e men are not driven to the churches 
> point of the bayonet, the temples 
ristianity stand empty. The-cathedrals 
ire being destroyed today will never 
built. Those that remain are tomb- 
; to the memory of the past. Many 
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‘indeed have turned away. When they be- 


come free many more will turn away from 
an official Christianity which made com- 
mon cause with the oppressors of the poor 
and the heavy-laden. 

But a new church will arise, although 
not under the name of church. The cause 
of the Kingdom of God will be the cause 
of heretics and reformers and revolution- 
aries, as it always was, men who do not 
perhaps even know the name of Christ, 
but men who will want to do the will of 
God in not permitting one to build and 
another to inhabit, one to plow and another 
to reap, one to garner riches and the other 
to die on battlefields to protect those riches. 
Jesus said: the Kingdom of God does not 
come with outward appearance, with recog- 
nizable face, i.e. it does not always come 
in his name or under his sign and token. 
But it comes! It is coming. It is right in 
the midst of you. It lies within living men’s 
power to translate it into reality by their 
deeds in war and peace. 


Winston Churchill once said, “Never before have so many owed so 
much to so few.” He was expressing the gratitude of the bomb-ridden 
populace to the young men who manned the aur defenses. 


¢ 


There may be some doubt as to how well this debt to the soldier is 
being paid im England. There is no doubt here. In many ways, we have 
not played fair with the man we have put into a uniform. We have gwen 
him a gun, but have taken away his vote. Freely do we distribute cigarettes 
and entertainment, but we have not made it clear for what he is fighting. 


The man who lives on intimate terms with a machine-gun and mixes 
his blood with the mud of the battlefield deserves to have all that we can 
give. He did not choose this war, but he went without question. He went, 
as one of them said, to do his part to hold this bloody world together.” 


Let the Congressmen in Washington take this into consideration when 
they write a tax bill. Let the State Department have this in mind when 
they equivocate with Fascist Franco and his kind, wherever they may be. 
Let the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, our President, be on 
the alert to guide the soldier's feet into the paths where he can do the 


most good for humanity. 


Why should not our boys be given a slogan which has the ring of the 
new day—the century of man which is ahead? Why should they not be 
given an international flag which they can plant on the islands which have 
been the objects of imperialism long enough? 


HAROLD P. MARLEY 
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_ HICKEY OVER CAMBRIDGE 
By BEN RICHARDSON 


Racism is rife in Cambridge, Massachusetts! 

Anti-Semitism, anti-Negroism and mob 
violence are rampant in this new hub of hatred 
located a stone’s throw from historic Lexing- 
ton and Concord. 

Jewish children are set upon, brutally 
beaten and left lying—more dead than alive, 
in Cambridge streets. Adult Jews are in- 
sulted, ridiculed and intimidated as they ride 
buses and street cars to and from their homes, 
or defense jobs. 

Gangs of Gentile youths numbering in the 
hundreds, many of whom are known to the 
police, range through the city armed with 
rocks, clubs, knives and lengths of metal pipe. 
They raucously boast they are out to get the 
first “Nigger or Jew they see.” 

Jews are gruffly evicted from their homes 
in Cambridge—solely because they are Jews. 
Realtors publicly announce they will not rent 
to Jews! 

Negroes have no redress at law—and are 
viciously mauled and beaten by Cambridge 
police on the slightest provocation. For a 
Negro to be apprehended in any infraction of 
the law—means at once consignment to vio- 
lence and fiendish maltreatment in the streets 
or station house by the arresting policeman 
and as many of his fascist-minded colleagues 
as want to share his sadistic sport! 

These conditions are known to the civic 
and religious leaders of Cambridge. The City 
Manager, the school authorities, the Police 
Department, certain church officials and many 
prominent citizens are both wittingly and un- 
wittingly abettors to these outrages. 

Anti-Semitism is more prevalent in Cam- 
bridge than the hatred of Negroes. Those who 


~ condone, foster and provoke Jewish persecu- 


tion cunningly seek to “play down” the anti- 
Semitic incidents by dramatizing the anti- 
Negro occurrences. This is a technique in 
Fascism that is operative wherever the two 
groups share the mutual opprobrium of Gen- 
tile hatred. 


Protestant clergymen in Cambridge—white 


-and Negro—are guilty of the criminal com- 


placency and disinterest that enables them to 
plead ignorance of the presence of such evils. 
Their voices are blatantly tuned to perennial 
tirades against sin while pogrom, ghetto and 
mob lawlessness are the order of the day with- 
in their very parish yards. 


This is true for the religious liberal who 
has been able to theorize God right out of the 
Heavens, and for his antipodal brother who 
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walks “hand in hand” with the Creator. ; 
bridge is a swill hole of human cus 
while Protestants prate about goodnes 
love—in the abstract. 

The case of Cambridge Catholics is 
different. 

What follows is by no means an indic 
of all Catholic people of Cambridge. 
of them do not share the anti-Semitic 
attitudes of the Coughlinites in their 1 
Many protest and fight against this ey 
though many more like their guilty Prot 
brothers share the complacency which: 
license to the offenders. 


» The Protestant’s sin is~ his disasso¢ 
from these anti-Semitic happenings—the 
olic’s crime is his leadership—complicit 
his perpetration of the daily persecu 
These are his contributions to the ev 
establishment of the clerical-fascist dream 
blue print) of a real “Christian Front.” 


This contention can best be oe 
by a description of a meeting called to 
ways of correcting the racial situation in 
bridge. The meeting was held unde 
auspices of the Community Relations Ce 
of Cambridge Wednesday evening Jun 
at the home of Mrs. Mary T. Henderso 
Francis Street, Cambridge. To this me 
were invited members of the Comm 
Council and such social, civic and re 
leaders as were thought interested i 
problem. Rev. William Ellis Davies o 
Textbook Commission of THE PROTES 
was invited—then on second thought the 
tation was withdrawn when it. was felt 
his presence might antagonize certain lat 
church personalities sure to attend. I mat 
to get in. ; 
A few of those in attendance inch 
Mr. and Mrs. Noyes Colinson. She is € 
man of the Community Council and | 
as he puts it, a member by “relation”; 
May Sarton, a poet and civic leader; M 
Halberstadt, an eye witness to the recent 
riot; Lawrence McFarlane, a boys’ work 
the local YMCA who was able to ide 
several members of the Cambridge boy g 
Monsignor Augustine F. Hickey, Rect 
St. Paul’s Roman Catholic Church locat 
the very shadows of Harvard University; 
Kenneth Hughes, Minister of St. B: 
omew’s Episcopal Church; Henry Wadsy 
Longfellow Dana, respected citizen and fi 
for good race relations; Attorney Ray ¢ 
ocal politician and President of the Cam 
National Association for the Advancem 
Colored People; Marcus Morton, City Ci 


several members of the School Board, 
students from Harvard, and other persons 
nilar importance in the community’s life. 
tly in the meeting Mrs. Colinson sug- 
d reading a few reports of anti-Semitic 
enings in Cambridge in recent days. The 
sstion was negated then and each subse- 
‘time she mentioned it. 
torney Ray Guild dominated the first part 
e evening with scathing denouncements 
ie Cambridge Police Department in its 
lity towards Negroes and its flagrant 
ciency in handling racial outbreaks. As a 
in point, Guild mentioned an earlier 
tk by Chief of Police “Ted” F. Leahy 
when instructing his men to evict 
oes from a festaurant in the Central 
te business section of the city, said, “Go 
1 there and drive those God-damned 
rs out of there and keep them out!” This 
tk brought Monsignor Hickey to his feet 


ing in defense of Chief Leahy. Said - 


ey, “That's no proof of any racial hatred 
t's merely the way Ted Leahy talks. He 
d have said as much to a white group.” 
signor Hickey’s rebuke silenced Guild for 
noment. The Chair then recognized Mr. 
us Morton, the City Councillor who 
ecently presented City Manager John B. 
ison a dossier (list) of anti-Semitic out- 
dating back as far as 1943. Morton 
ted that Chief Leahy, a Lt. Stokes of the 
e Prevention Bureau and at least three 
citizens had been present at the time of 
isit with the City Manager. Morton told 
neeting that the City Manager confessed 
ute ignorance of any anti-Semitism or 
Negroism whatsoever in Cambridge. In 
the City Manager had the complete sup- 
of Morton who also admitted that he 
of no anti-Semitism in the city. At this 
: he was noisily interrupted by the whole 
ing with loud assurances that all present 
r of much anti-Semitism in Cambridge. 
contradiction was voiced in a shameful 
-of mirth and amused snickering. Morton 
nued by saying that the City Manager 
being apprised of the evil promised he 
d warn the police to be more on the alert 
uch matters in the future. No action was 
ded towards prosecuting the offenders 
in the dossier. Mr. Morton concluded his 
t with the warm and reassuring note that 
city Manager would appreciate a similar 
f Negro incidents and that he would take 
action in their behalf. The meeting was 
satisfied with Morton’s findings and ac- 
d his report unanimously. 
final consternation Mr. Guild interposed 
last note of solemn, prophetic, warning, 
Negroes were “getting pretty fed up with 
e brutality”... “that things were going 
appen unless something is done.” This 
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grave remark concluded with, “I am not talk- 
ing just to hear myself talk.” ... But he was. 
' The near riot of May 30 was next discussed. 
Mr. Halberstadt, an eye witness, and Lawrence 
McFarlane who also was on the scene at the 
time of the outbreak, verified that the number 
of white boys in the gang exceeded 300. 
Monsignor Hickey bounded up in raging 
denial. He contended that there were no more 
than 30 or 40 at the most. He said it was no 
face riot... rather, merely a “little scrap 
between boys.” (Actually some 300 or more 
white youths armed with clubs, bottles, rocks, 
knives and sections of metal pipe had gathered 
at one end of the Colored section of the city 
intent on marching through the heavily Negro 
populated streets to “beat hell out of every 
nigger we see.” Negro boys rounded up a 
counterforce and went out to meet them... 
the police arrived in time to avert a clash.) 
Here Guild attempted to show what is well 
known to Negro residents of Cambridge, 
namely, police complicity in the gang attacks. 
Guild said one officer complained of the 
meagre arms of the white boys by saying 
audibly ... “they should have machine guns.” 

The close relationship between Monsignor 
Hickey and the corrupt police force was made 
obvious by the Monsignor’s attempt to distort 
the facts in the boy gang incident. He said 
the police told him the five boys arrested were 
taken into custody because they “molested the 
cops.” This showed that the police did not 
think it a crime that the youths were out to 
expressly breech the peace... armed... to 
do violence against fellow citizens. ; 

Monsignor Hickey’s defense of the conspir- 
ing police was interrupted by Miss May Sarton 
who told of a telephone conversation with a 
ranking Boston school official named W. F. 
Downey. Unprovoked, Downey had blurted 
over the phone a day or two before, “This is a 
democracy .». . ruled by the majority and 
minorities had better not ask for special privi- 
leges.” Miss Sarton had barely finished her 
remark when Monsignor Hickey roared a 
defense of Downey. The schoolman was per- 
fectly correct in his sentiments about democ- 
racy, said Monsignor Hickey. He was a credit 
to the School Board. This defense of Downey 
was seconded by Mrs. Cora B. Conant who 
seemed very anxious to have Monsignor 
Hickey certain of her abject loyalty to him and 
the School Board. ... Mrs. Conant is a mem- 
ber of the School Committee of Cambridge. 
The gathering generally agreed that Downey 
had been needlessly maligned . .. and muttered 
expressions of assent were given Monsignor 
Hickey. 

The meeting decided to keep all of its find- 
ings secret. There would be no publicity at 
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all. This attitude was prompted by a previous 
blast Monsignor Hickey had hurled at Time 
Magazine for its “atrocious lies” in reporting 
the attack on two Harvard students the night 
of May 28 and for its lying account of the boy- 
gang riots of a few nights later. Monsignor 
Hickey then, was thus able to inject the con- 
- stantly employed “hush-hush” on all that was 
accomplished during the evening. = 

Two concrete proposals came out of the 
meeting: 1. To compile a list of anti-Negro 
incidents. 2. To ask the Board of Education, 
the Parks Department, the Recreation Depart- 
ment and affiliated organizations to institute a 
program of after school and evening athletics 
for all. 

Towards the end of the meeting the city 
officials and fearful employees of city institu- 
tions indulged in a ludicrous free-for-all 
scramble to have Monsignor Hickey know 
that they were in complete agreement with 
whatever he had said ... and that they were 
all loyal to their respective jobs and depart- 
ments. But the fell stroke at the very end of 
the evening was an instance of utter disservice 
to the cause of suffering Jewry everywhere. I 
had a chance to see what is daily being made 
clear to THE PROTESTANT and those who 
work with ‘it. 

There are Jewish defense organizations of 
which Jews .. . fighting Jews, are ashamed. 
Either out of fear of security or in selfish quest 
of personal gain at the expense of persecuted 
millions, these defense organizations go to the 
side of the Fascists and work against persons 
and organizations. .. . Jew and Gentile, Negro 
and white which fight for them. These organ- 
izations deny the anti-Semitism around them 
and conspire with the hush-hush policies of 
newspapers to prevent the exposure of atroci- 
ties against Jews. 

They brand THE PROTESTANT and similar 
anti-Fascist fighters as Communist and false 

. and urge Jews to repudiate them. The 
epitome of this treasonous sort of element was 
characterized by Mosher B. Goldberg . . . a 
lawyer and a City Solicitor who told the meet- 
ing that he had made an exhaustive investiga- 
tion of the attacks on Craig Gilbert and 
Peter Poor, the two Harvard students who 
were beaten by an anti-Semitic mob. Goldberg 
said there was absolutely no ground for calling 
the attack an anti-Semitic incident. He said 
there was no anti-Semitism involved at all. 
He further challenged anyone to a debate to 
prove his contention. Contrary to what Gold- 
berg said, the real facts in the case show that 
Gilbert and Poor were accosted by a gang of 
25 or 30 boys ... they were asked if they 
were Jews. The gang then said they were 
looking for Jews... the attack followed. 
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Goldberg had the complete agreemen 
Monsignor Hickey who vigorously no 
sanction of his traitorous mouthings. ¥ 

The meeting cloged in the failure that 
characterized its being called . . . condu 
and sabotaged. 

“ Because I had seen Monsignor Hickey 
peatedly take the floor as the champion of 
corrupt police and inefficient school au 
ties of Cambridge I suspected a very posi 
link between him and these agencies. 
verify these suspicions on my part, I thou 
it best to pay Monsignor Hickey a visit. 
the next day I called on him at the Rect 
of his church on Mt. Auburn Street in G 
bridge. He was certainly gracious... | 
very talkative. He had these things, amu 
others, to say. 

“There is no anti-Semitism in Cambric 
Jews make too much of their persecution 
to their own harm.” He assured me that 
belonged to a persecuted minority race : 
faith. “Catholics are more persecuted t 
anyone else.” The Monsignor then share 
little experience he had had on a boat wit 
Jewish lady who felt chagrined at be 
discriminated against in one of the Europ 
hotels. He assured her that he had suffe 
greater discomfort as a Catholic. 

Monsignor Hickey felt that Protestants 
the arch persecutors of the Catholics and t 
the history of this country bears this out. 
ventured that outsiders make up stories ab 
anti-Semitism. This was all given on the 
thority of his lifetime in Cambridge and 
pastorate of 19 years at that particular pag 

The Time article was altogether untrue, 
Monsignor avowed. Its telling of the 
gang violence was a direct attack on him > 
his Church. (The article mentioned K 
Corner and Monsignor Hickey’s church is 
cated very near that spot.) He said he 
stopped reading the magazine several y 
ago for this very reason, namely its. falsif 
tions. Monsignor Hickey then said, “Th 
are too few Jews to present a problem in C 
bridge. (The population of Cambridge tc 
more than 110,879 persons of which m 
than 4,580 are Jewish . . . Ed. Note) 

The Monsignor considers Negroes his 
charity. He has several friends among tl 
and slightly less than 50 in his parish wl 
totals 5,600. Monsignor Hickey was cer 
“there is no anti-Negro feeling in Cambric 

. . in the schools or out of them. TI 
contentions on his part could be verified 
the Monsignor through his extremely cc 
dential relationship with the Police Def 
ment and the School Board. At this point 
retired from the room and soon retut 
with a slip.of paper that had been given | 
in strictest confidence by the Police 
ment. It was a statement of the 7 
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nile Delinquency in Cambridge for the 
iod 1940 to the first five months of this 
ar. The figures showed an increase of less 
an 100th of 1% for that time. Then the 
omsignor went on to tell me at least one way 
which this remarkably low rate of child 
ime was established. He said that either 
slice Chief Leahy or Lt. Stokes of the 
‘ime Prevention Bureau would call him in 
henever a Catholic child was apprehended 
‘crime. This was done before any charge 
as lodged against the offender. Monsignor 
ickey boasted that he had not found it 
essary to go to the rescue of a Catholic 


uth more than once or twice since the begin- 


ng of the year. This, to my mind, was of 
urse a further indictment of the crass cor- 
ption of the Cambridge Police. The Mon- 
snor didn’t think so . . . he continued to tell 
e the very things I wanted to learn. 

The boy gangs which prey on Jews and 
egroes are recruited in the Cambridge High 
hools, Monsignor Hickey informed me. 
nose that made up the mob that sought to 
at Negroes the night of May 30 were Cam- 
idge High School boys for the most part. 
_. I had said they had come from all over 
ston . . . but the Monsignor corrected me. 
they were Cambridge High School boys.” 
e went on... “The five youngsters arrested 
ere taken into custody because they bothered 
e officers” (all were released on probation). 
Jne boy,” Monsignor Hickey said, “actually 
rew a rock at an officer.” This statement of 
e boys having come from the Cambridge 
igh Schools tallied with my previous find- 
gs. I had learned that a 14 year old Irish 
itholic boy had boasted in some detail of 
ww he recruited the mob by going from 
hool to school spreading the word, “We are 
jing to beat up the niggers tonight.” This 
ng, I also learned, stays ready to do violence 
1 Jews or Negroes at any moment or at the 
ghtest bidding of their adult prompters. 
Police Chief Leahy was upheld by Mon- 
snor Hickey as an efficient official with a 
lendid force under his command. This he 
aintained in spite of the irrefutable mention 
someone in the Community Council meet- 
g that a Negro lad had been pounced upon 
d beaten senseless by 15 policemen in the 
imbridge Police Station. Monsignor Hickey 
ther explained the profane remark Leahy 
d made concerning Negroes in the Central 
ware Restaurant, “Go down there and drive 
ose God-damned niggers out of there and 
ep them out” as being Leahy’s naturally 
ruff” way of speaking. No racial animus 
is intended. 

Cambridge schools were exonerated also by 


onsignor Hickey. This position on the Mon-- 


ynor’s part puzzled me as it was in obvious 
mtradiction with his admitted statements 
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that the boy-gangs were recruited in Cam- 
bridge High Schools. The schools, the Mon- 
signor said, were not guilty of any racism or 
dereliction in teaching racial understanding. I 
did not remind him that there is no program 
of special intercultural education in Cambridge 
schools because he had heard a member of the 
School Board report this at the previous night’s 
meeting. The Monsignor said he knew where- 
of he spoke because he had gone to the 
various principals and headmasters of the 
Cambridge schools and had told them, “Look — 
here, you tell me the truth” . . . then questions 
concerning racial tensions followed. ‘To a man 
they assured him all was well. 

Both the principals and Monsignor Hickey 
know that the school yards of Cambridge are 
the points of recruitment for the gangs that 
move off on anti-Semitic and anti-Negro — 
forays ... . that these schools are the distribu- 
tion centers for written and printed porno- 
graphic cartoons and doggerel about Jews. 
The School Committee, the Assistant Super- 
intendent of Education and through him (at 
least according to him) all the headmasters 
had been apprised of the existing racial ten- 
sion among the pupils and in the community 
at large. 

Between March 2 and March 15, 1944, a 
number of incidents of an anti-Semitic nature 
were brought to the attention of the Assistant 
School Superintendent Tobin. At that time 
he said he would direct all school personnel to 
be on the alert for such propaganda in school 
classrooms, yet in spite of this they and Mon- 
signor Hickey openly agreed that the evil did 
not exist. 

Concerning the results of the Community 
Relations Council meeting of the night before, 
Monsignor Hickey said that the first resolu- 
tion, namely to compile a list of anti-Negro 
attacks to present to the City Manager was 
all right... . But the second, which concerned 
the School Board’s program of after-school 


recreation . .. Monsignor Hickey scoffed, “It 


would be thrown. out by the school author- 
ities.” “It would,” he said, “not even be con- 
sidered.” He had known Downey for a long, 
long time. Downey was a good man... . Miss 
Sarton was very wrong in attacking him.... 
Then he drifted back to the second resolution 
... “It was out.” What suckers the rest of the 
“prominent people” of Cambridge had been, 
I thought. All that time wasted in framing 
the resolution . . . when all the while Mon- 
signor Hickey could have told them it “was 
out.” 

My interview with the Monsignor ended 
shortly after this. I had learned what I wanted. 
The pattern of abortive government in Cam- 
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bridge was clear to me. Monsignor Hickey 
- set free or kindly dealt with. This is consist 


had made it clear, 
I have visited several of the storm centers 


“of our nation. I saw the Harlem race riot of 


July, 1943. I have recently returned from 
America’s “cauldron of racism—Detroit.” 
These communities are all Fascist wellsprings 
of violence, bloodshed and pain. 

But Cambridge is the most dangerous spot 
of them all. Here the Christian Front is a fact 
and the vicious axis of church and civil author- 
ities makes it possible and keeps it alive. 

Cambridge is predominantly Irish Catholic. 
Coughlinites abound there. They stir up the 
racial strife . . . the police join the fray and 
in most cases protect the culprits and refuse to 
make arrests . . . or grant quick releases to 
those taken into custody. When arrests are 


made the interests of the Catholic Church are 


REICHSTAG RIDDLE: DID THE 


VOTE HITLER INTO POWER? 
By FRIEDRICH ROETTER 


ae THE impact of total war against a 
powerful and unscrupulous enemy is 
more and more impressed upon the Ametr- 
ican people, their desire to unravel past 
events is understandable. Many who know 
through history the virtues of the Germans, 
and their contributions to civilization, are 
at a loss to understand their cooperation 
with Hitler—cooperation without which 
he would never have gained and main- 
tained his tremendous power. “The demo- 
cratic German elements have been sub- 
dued,”’ they argue, “We must help to 
liberate them, and re-install them in 
power.” 

One means lately suggested for tracing 
these democratic elements are the statistics 
from the four Reichstag elections from 
September, 1930 to March, 1933. From 
this can be determined the territories in 
which Hitler received the least support. 
The people from these areas, allowing for 
the ensuing shifts of population and em- 
phasis inevitable in war, are expected best 
to qualify for a democratic re-education, 
and their politicians in general for a new 
democratic leadership. 

This method will not end in correct 
conclusions if we merely add the results of 
the above-mentioned elections, and then 
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considered. If the criminal is Catholic h 


as most of the policemen are Catholics. Ma 
signot Hickey is the hub of every civic 
religious interest in the city that is dominate 
by Catholics. The police wink at the violene 
the schools deny it altogether, the Church y 
holds them and the Jews and Negroes a 
the hapless victims of this, one of the sorrie 
coalitions of rank Fascism to be found am 
where. ? 

To make the situation the worse . . 
Protestants either “don’t give a damn” or 1 
some instances join in the persecution. (Som 
few, however, do fight the evil). And as Mot 
signor Hickey said speaking of Mosher 1] 
Goldberg, “Why even Goldberg, the Jer 
admits there is no anti-Semitism in Can 
bridge.” ; 


a ae 


GERMAN PEOPLE 


PE ee ee 


divide them, by four. Let us remembe 
Mark Twain’s famous statement that “thet 
are three kinds of lies—big lies, little lie 
and statistics.” Let us also allow for ai 
tendant circumstances of a non-statistic 
nature—a procedure all responsible sti 
tisticians recommend. All these precat 
tionary measures must be applied partict 
larly to that Reichstag election of Marc 
5, 1933, because the period against whi 
it transpired is of special significance. 


On the date that Hindenburg appointe 
Hitler Reich chancellor of a ‘“Governmen 
of National Resurrection” Ses 
members of the Nazi and Conservati 
National People’s Party), the Nazis hel 
196, and their conservative friends 59 0 
the 584 Reichstag seats. Their joint 22! 
seats therefore, did not constitute majority 
An amendment of the Weimar Constitu 
tion could, not be achieved save in th 
presence of a Reichstag quorum—two 
thirds of the elected deputies—with a 
least two-thirds of that quorum voting i 
its favor. Not yet being in a position t 
disregard these stipulations, Hitler there 
fore had to seek the necessary increase bi 
legal means. Would he be able to do so? 

He waged an election campaign on au 
unprecedented scale. In January 1933 
generous gifts of Germany’s big industria 
ists from the South and West responde 


§ 
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ebts of the Nazi Party, but also filled its 


mpty coffers with additional millions. 


ven with this backing, the Nazis did not 
sel sure of victory. So on February 27, 
933—a few days before the election— 
rey set the Reichstag afire. 

With propaganda outlets already in their 
ands, it was simple to blame the misdeed 
nto the Communists and a number of 
ocial Democrats, thus arousing the peo- 
le’s fear of a Leftist revolution. This fear 
as to drive the voters into the arms of 
1e “Nazi saviours.”” Emergency measures 
ere decreed. Communist funds were con- 
scated. Communists and Social Demo- 
rats were taken into “protective custody.” 
ut neither the Communist nor Social 
Yemocratic party was dissolved, nor the 
lection of their candidates forbidden. 
fter the election the Nazis struck against 
1e Communist Party first, then cynically 
dmitted that they waited purposely to 
revent the Communist electorate from 
oting for other parties. 

The terrorization of wide circles of the 
opulation through the clever manipula- 
on of the Reichstag fire by the Nazis met 
ith certain success. The votes of the 
ommunist Party decreased by 20 per cent, 
ut the success did not reach as far as the 
lazis had planned. 

Some time ago, the Stanford University 
ress published an excellent map and sur- 
ey of the statistics of the Reichstag elec- 
on of March 5, 1933. These leave no 
oubt that the Nazis remained a minority. 
f 647 elected deputies, they named 288 
ats, or 43.9%. Their conservative 
‘iends were represented by only 52 depu- 
es, or 8%. Hitler’s coalition government, 
1en, had won no more than a bare major- 
y, or 340 deputies—51.9% of the votes. 
1 spite of all political device, in spite of 
Iterror, the voice of the people had re- 
cted a Hitler dictatorship by refusing to 
rovide the Fuehrer with the two-thirds 
ajority, 432 deputies, required for an 
nendment to the Constjtution. 

Selecting a number of electoral districts 
) illustrate our purpose, in only 7 of the 
5, did the Nazis obtain a majority of 
1.2% to 56.5%, and most of these were, 
gnificantly enough, rural districts: Bres. 
u (Silesia); Schleswig-Holstein; Liegnitz 
Silesia) ; East Hanover; Frankfort-on-the- 
der (where patriotic emotions ran high 
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es of the Bloke of the Polish 
border); Pomerania; and East Prussia. 

It must be pointed out that ever since 
1930, when the Nazis announced their 
new agricultural program, farmers all over 
the Reich had jumped on the bandwagon. 
Farmets blamed the Weimar republic for 
failing to liberate them from debt, from 
recurring market problems, from the dread 
of foreclosure. The Nazis capitalized on 
rural resentment against auction of fore- 
closed farms by the bailiffs of the Repub- 
lic, particularly in Schleswig-Holstein. This 
district had been annexed by Prussia only 
as recently as 1864, and the voting of its 
inhabitants could hardly yet be called Prus- 
sian. Furthermore, its Low German popu- 
lace was historic for its free institutions. - 
If for tribal, religious, or sentimental 
reasons we credit the South and West of 
Germany with more profound democratic 
qualities than her other parts, we are bound 
to arrive at wrong conclusions. Social and 
economic conditions decisively influenced 
the voters. 

Among those districts with the lowest 
minority of Nazis votes—30.1% to 38.2% 
—wete Berlin and Potsdam II. Yet they 
were peopled by the same tribe as the 
neighboring district of Frankfort-on-the- 
Oder, where the Nazis obtained a majority 
vote. It is obvious that the Berlin and 
Potsdam vote was influenced by their many 
industrial workers and other non-agrarian 
citizens. In addition, these citizens had 
ample opportunity to observe the activities 
of the new government at first hand. 

The other five districts with the lowest 
Nazi minority were Cologne-Aix-la-Cha- | 
pelle, South Westphalia; 
phalia; West Duesseldorf, and East Dues- 
seldorf. 

In these districts also, not as many voters 
were engaged in agriculture, so the in- 
fluence of the Social Democrats, Com- 
munists, and Catholic trade unions bal- 
anced the vote. 

There is also a paradoxical explanation. © 
Von Papen, himself one of the large land- — 
owners of Westphalia, was for many years 
a leading member of the Center Party's 
tight wing, and as such had sponsored an 
agricultural program that was as hostile 
to Weimar as those of the Junkers and 
the Nazis. Traditionally able to adjust it- 
self to local peculiarities, the Center Party 
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North West- eh 


the votes of the Catholic farmers in West- 
phalia and neighboring districts. When 
the 1933 elections rolled around, Papen 
had already formed the ‘‘Black-White-Red 
Front’ party with the conservatives. His 
Westphalian farmers, however, along with 


_ those of the neighboring Rhineland, were 


less quick to grasp subtle political changes, 
and they still clung to his old agricultural 
program—the program by which Papen 
had once hoped to effect a political coali- 
tion between the Center Party’s right wing, 
the Junkers and the Nazis. Hence, they 
voted anti-Nazi. 

Comparable to this Center Party strength 
in Westphalia and the Rhineland, perhaps 
stronger, was the influence of the Bavarian 
People’s Party (an independent branch of 
the Center Party) in the three Bavarian 


districts: Upper Bavaria, Lower Bavaria, 


and Franconia. 

Despite its pronounced Bavarian char- 
acter, this party followed an agricultural 
program similar to that of the Prussian 
Junkers. The Bavarian farmers could thus 
voice their discontent with Weimar without 
being compelled to vote Nazi. Many 
voters of other occupational groups sym- 
pathized with the Nazis, but were content 


to vote for their traditional party. After» 


all, the obliging attitude of the Bavarian 
People’s Party had enabled the Nazis to 
make Bavaria their home, from which they 


‘propagandized Germany. Remember that 


Hitler was fondled here even after his 
Putsch. Thus the Nazis owed a debt to 
the adherents of the Bavarian People’s 
Party. Combined with Social Democratic 
influence on the industrial workers, we 
thus understand why the Nazis remained 
a minority of from 39.2% to 45.7% in 
these three districts. 


Bavaria’s fourth electoral district, Pala- 
tinate, was untouched by the independent 
Bavarian People’s Party; here the Center 
Party had remained the political organiza- 
tion of Catholicism. Conditions were such 
in the Palatinate that the agricultural pro- 
gram of the Center Party’s right wing did 
not captivate the Palatinate wine-growers 
who began to rely on Nazi promises. Con- 
sequently, here Hitler obtained an endorse- 
ment of 46.5%, and in those districts 
with similar conditions, the following: 
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had tacitly agreed to Papen’s program ~ Hesse-Nassau_ (49.4%); Hesse-Darmstac 7 
because it hoped by this means to capture 


ie 
(47.4%; Wurttenberg (42.0%); and 
Baden (45.4%). 3 

In Wurttemberg and Baden, an effort 
of farmers to unite and elect parliamentary 
representatives of their own, failed—and 
the Nazis profited. ( 

Curiously enough then, in certain elec- 
toral districts the balloting for non-Nazi 
parties had been prompted by undemocratic 
motives. Up to that point, the undemo- 
cratic traits within these parties had been 
balanced by those elements rooted in old 
German culture, along with Christian tra- 
ditions that frowned on political adventure: 
and labored for the maintenance of the 
democratic Constitution, One could expect 
them to continue in that direction, Surely, 
the divergence of interests in the numet- 
ous voting groups made it difficult for 
the non-Nazi parties to unite on a positive 
platform. At that moment, however, even 
a negative platform would have sufficed 
to prevent Hitler’s dictatorship. The elec- 
tion indicated conclusively that the German 
people desired a salvation from it. The 
new Reichstag had the duty and the con- 
stitutional power to comply with their 
desires. 

Instead, on March 23, 1933, the Reichs- 
tag passed the notorious Enabling Law, 
which empowered the Hitler government 
to decree laws (including the amendment 
of the Constitution), without the consent 
of the Reichstag or the authority of the 
Reich president. The Reichstag thus 
signed its own death warrant by bestowing 
upon Hitler dictatorial powers he should 
only have received, under regular pro- 
cedure, by the constitutional two-thirds 
majority in the election. How could this 
happen? 

It could happen because the Nazis and 
their conservative coalitionists had misused 
the provision for amendment of the Con- 
stitution (as explained above) by arrest- 
ing all 81 Communist deputies, and 26 of 
the 120 deputies representing the Social 
Democrats. They maintained that these 
deputies were under suspicion of being in- 
volved in the firing of the Reichstag. 

The Reichstag could well have opposed 
its transformation into a rump parliament, 
by demanding that the parliamentary im- 
munity of these 107 deputies be recognized, 
and that they be set free for the Reichstag 
session. In pre-Hitler days, such demands 
had been forwarded to the government re- 


i 
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ss Of the: party affiliation ‘of the 


the Reichstag were safeguarded, and the 
Jazis had often been beneficiaries of that 
practice. 

Now, suddenly, the Reichstag failed to 
remember its customary practice, though 
the machinations of the Nazis were forcibly 
evident—particularly in their two-valued 
featment of the Communist and Social 
mocratic deputies, who had been ar- 
ted on the same pretense. The 81 Com- 
piunists were ignored. Reichstag president 
Goering ignored the previous deputy total 
of 647, and announced that the legal num- 
i of deputies was 566, that two-thirds 
amounted to 378 and again—two-thirds of 
378 became 252. This information is 
found in the official stenographic report of 
the Reichstag session of March 23, 1933. 
poy veiled threat, was made then, that 
the Nazis would know ways and means to 
pave the Enabling Law passed with even 
less votes. 

_ In regard to the 26 Social Democrats, the 
i Se encountered no difficulties in 
having their release rejected, since that poll 


ees only a simple majority. It is 


lateresting, however, to recall the hypoc- 
tisy of Dr. Bell in his statement on behalf 
i the Center Party when it abstained from 
‘oting. There was nothing else to do, he 
laimed. His party had tried to collect 
eormation as to which of the arrested 
deputies were committed for trial in ac- 
cordance with established procedure, and 
which had been taken for protective cus- 
tody. His party, he further stated, had 
intended to vote in favor of a release for 
those committed for trial, but would not 
have wanted to interfere with proceedings 
that constituted protection for the arrested. 
| In any case, the government had suc- 
ceeded in reducing the opposition of 307 
deputies, to 200. To be accurate, only 198 
were present, since two had excused them- 
selves—one Center delegate, and one ad- 
eet of Stresemann’s vanishing German 
People’s Party. But even these would 
a been in a position to veto the Enabling 


Law by insisting upon a two-thirds majority 
(360 of the 538 deputies present) before 
he law could be passed. But the opposi- 
on, though voicing serious concern about 
ae bill, surrendered without a fight. The 
nabling Law was passed by a vote of 444 


cused, and the nature of the alleged of- 
ise. In that way, the democratic functions. 


to 94, Supporting the Nazi-Conservative 


coalition were: 


emien Party cn yA a 73 
Bavarian People’s Patty -.........-- 18 - 
German State’s Party 

(Democrats) 0.82 ee 5 


Other bourgeois parties 
Since the vote was by roll call, their 
names have been preserved for posterity. 
Among them we find the representatives of 
nobility like Prince August Wilhelm of 
Prussia and the hereditary prince of Wal- 
deck and Pyrmont; deputies of the Center 
Party like the former Reich chancellors 
Bruening and Wirth (Baden); democratic 
deputies like Maier (Wurttemberg) and 
the former vice-chancellor and Reich min- 
ister Dietrich’ (Baden). The capitulation 
of the last three certainly contradicted the 
popular belief we have here of the South 
German’s better qualification for democ- 
racy. 

The statement of Ritter von Lex of the 
Bavarian People’s Party reflects best the 
reason for this betrayal. Hitler’s explana- 
tions, he said, had reduced his Party’s 
concern about the Enabling Law. He went — 
on to say: “We are therefore in the position 
to agree to it. However, we express the 
hope that it will be executed and handled 
within the bounds of Christian ethics. No 
Enabling Law can free any government or 
any individual of this duty. Before God, 
the German people, and history, we place 
the responsibility of executing this law to 
its letter in the hands of the Reich goy- 
ernment.” 

There was really nothing in Hitler’s past 
record to justify such confidence in his 
future conduct. Lex’s words therefore were 
but a retreat from responsibility. 

As late as November, 1933, Hindenburg 
had bluntly refused to appoint Hitler 
chancellor, charging that this act would 
lead to dictatorship by a single party. All 
Hitler opponents had praised him for this 
attitude, prompted or so they thought, by 
that sense of responsibility that could alone 
master the dangerous situation. Did cir- 
cumstances in the spring of 1933 warrant 
the false hope that the eight per cent Con- 
servative composition would be able to 
check the Nazis after the opposition had 
chosen to extinguish itself? Years before, 
the Social Democrats had delivered the 


' Wehrmacht, then the police, into the hands 
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of the reactionaries, that last in 1932. The 
reactionaries had yielded the police to the 
Nazis while hoping to “‘neutrdlize’’ the 
Wehrmacht politically for their own sake. 
Lex’s appeal to Christian ethics was timely. 
But within the ranks of the “opposition” 
and the Conservatives, too many were pay- 
ing lipservice to God while in their hearts 
adoring the Golden Calf. 


True, the proportional representation 

- organized by the Weimar Republic had 
pethaps encouraged the trend toward par- 
liamentary representation of special inter- 
ests, thus rendering common democracy 
more difficult. But the one big and decisive 
question remains: “Could it be reconciled 
with Christian ethics, embodied in a con- 
stitutional state, that citizens with am in- 
convenient political doctrine be treated as 
outlaws, and deprived of their right to a 
legal investigation and trial?” It could not. 
The Weimar Republic collapsed because its 
guardians invoked Christian ethics, but 
themselves transgressed their bounds. It 
is significant that with the exception of 


GLORY ON THE MARCH 


There is an army marching im the world today. It is an army whose 
power we cannot resist. We can only fall before it or become a part of 
it. It is the revolutionary army of brotherhood and interdependence, As it 
marches it has no side lines where people cheer or scorn. The ones who 
cheer become a ‘part of it. Those who scorn are destroyed by it. The 
revolution is on the march, and in its path are racial intolerance, economic 
tyranny, and social arrogance. Those to whom anti-Semitism is a luxury 
find now and will find that it is not a luxury but an awful penalty. Those 
who need to fight Negroes in order to find emotional equality for their 
own tenuous economic status must now give up that fight to join m the 


larger one or be destroyed by it. 


There is no longer a decision for us whether we shall hate Communists 
or Jews or Negroes or Nisei. The revolving door of history has caught up 
with us. The decision is made for us. We have only the choice to join 
in the fray and become a part of this great army or be destroyed by it. 
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the Dutch half wit, Van' der Lubbe, evs 


Nazi justice dared not convict or ev 
bring to trial any of those accused of f, 
ing the Reichstag. And this in spite © 
Hitler’s Reichstag speech in which © 
pledged himself “‘to leave no stone u 
turned in order to expiate the crime with. 
the shortest possible time by the pub! 
execution of the guilty incendiary and f 
accomplices.’ Consider also that Dr. Vox 
examining magistrate of the Suprer: 
Court, had dismissed an unbiased investig: 
tidn of the arson by declaring it “beyor 
his dignity even to suspect people — 
patriotic as Nazis.” i 

Over eleven years have passed. Ma) 
who capitulated to Hitler have soug 
refuge abroad. Some have remained siler. 
others have spoken out, or written memot? 
None, as far as I know, has admitted I: 
own or his party’s mistakes. The questic 
therefore seems justified: is it the purpe: 
and ultimate goal of this deadly struge™ 
to entrust such politicians once more wi’ 
the leadership of a people? 


HAROLD H. WILKE 
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O. |. ROCHE 
| TNTIL quite recently, the Vatican, the 
Falange and the Axis worked hand in 
Hand in Latin America. This triple alliance 
‘created America’s first Church-Fascist State, 
“Argentina, where the Catholic religion is for- 
‘cibly taught in the schools, not only. to Cath- 
jlics, but to Protestants, Jews and non-be- 
Jievers. It brought Church-Fascism to Paraguay 
“over the head of that tiny country’s old- 
dashioned dictator, President Higinio Morin- 
f o. But there, after a final stab at Bolivia 
with still doubtful success, the triple alliance 
-wavered. A new factor had arisen. 
|| The rest of Latin America was temporarily 
aved from the blessings of the Church State 
‘of Franco and Farrel by a sudden shift of the 
‘Vatican and the Falange away from the Axis, 
4 transition that went almost unnoticed in the 
democratic world, but which may well have 
‘been the deciding point in Latin American 
Hee for the next several decades. The 
atican and its “favorite daughter’*, Falangist 
‘Spain, realized the inevitability of Axis col- 
lapse after Allied landings in Italy and the 
Auge concentration of forces for the Western 
‘Front eliminated the likelihood of a “negoti- 
fated peace” leaving Fascism dominant in 
‘Burope. With pardonable haste, the Vatican 
broke loose from the ties it had maintained, 
in all of Catholic America, with the Axis. 
} The result of the Vatican-Falange shift in 
‘policy became evident immediately. Cautiously 
or openly, the Falange and Vatican organiza- 
pons in Latin America severed relations with 
‘their erstwhile Axis friends. Axis agents in 
leading positions in Catholic organizations 
‘were expelled or gently advised to get out. 
A new set of tactics and disguises was adopted. 
The same leaders who had previously voci- 
ferated their condemnation of democracy and 
the United Nations began to speak of rap- 
‘prochement with the United States and “equal 
<ondemnation” of Fascism and “Communism.” 
A position of “friendly neutrality” towards the 
United States and Britain replaced the previ- 
‘ous stand of “friendly neutrality” toward the 
Axis. 
In certain Latin American countries with 
trong democratic tendencies, the about-face 


if * Professor Garcia Sineriz, who last year brought 
a special gift of Rosaries from the Pope to Franco, 
h is Education Minister Ibanez Martin and Falange 


€ spiritual reconstruction of Catholic Spain,” 
ed that the Pope stated “Spain is the Church’s 
orite Daughter upon whom I place all my 


VATICAN AND LATIN AMERICA 


in tactics was so sharp that many Falange- 
Vatican mass organizations split into warring 
factions. In Mexico, for example, where the 
Nationalist Synarchist Union makes up the 
Vatican's strongest mass organization in Latin 
America, followers of the pro-Axis leaders 
Salvador Abascal, whose private secretary was 
the Nazi agent Anton von Trotter, left the 
Synarchists in droves after the expulsion of 
their leader by the new “democratic” Supreme 
Leader, Torres Bueno. Trained to sympathize 
with Fascism, the Synarchists were unable to | 
understand the feverish flirtation of the new 
leadership with the United States after seven 
years of violent attack against “atheist (Pro- 
testant) Gringos.” The result of these dissen- 
sions, which occurred in lesser degree through- 
out Latin America, was a temporary weakening 
of the Church-Fascist conspiracy. 

Moreover, the usually astute, political ad- 
visers of the Vatican had overestimated the 
probable strength of a Vatican-Falange alliance 
independent of the Axis. The dual league, 
to the Latin American masses, looked too 
much like the same feudal tyranny which had 
kept them in bondage for three hundred years. 
The Axis, also, had given to the original 
triple alliance an element of organization and 
propaganda which the Vatican-Falange coali- 
tion could not duplicate without antagonizing 
even more the very democratic forces with 
which it was trying to “make friends.” The 
combination of internal dissension and elim- 
ination of Axis aid forced the Vatican-Falange 
to put aside for a while its plans for a Latin- 
American Catholic Empire and to regroup 
and rebuild its organizations. The Church- 
Fascist flood which had threatened to engulf 
Latin America did not recede. It hesitated 
on the brink. 

The agitational basis for Latin American — 
revolutions and coups d’état continued to 
exist, however. Hunger and unrest reached 
gigantic proportions in every country south of 
the Rio Grande. Prices of food and clothing 
tripled over pre-wat averages. Wages stayed 
the same. Transportation problems brought 
on by the war created scarcities. The cliques 
around Latin America’s numerous “personal 
dictatorships” speculated feverishly with pri- 
mary necessities whose market prices reached 
fantastic heights. Any firm and well-organized 
minority with a plausible program would be 
in position to mold this mass discontent as 
it liked. 
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The plan of the Vatican-Falange had been 
- to furnish such direction, to shape tke explo- 
sion of mass unrest. Its weakened position, 
however, reduced it temporarily to a choice 
between two “evils”: Either ride with the 
explosion, or try to cap it until it could be 
directed. The two more recent Latin American 
revolutions, those of El Salvador and Ecuador, 
ate excellent examples of the new policy torced 
on the Vatican-Falange alliance since its split 
with the Axis and the rise of internal dis- 
sensions. 

In El Salvador, when it became obvious that 
popular discontent could no longer be re- 
pressed by the combined strength of the 
Church and the dictatorship, the Archbishop 
publicly broke with Dictator Martinez. A 
whispering campaign “started” in which Mar- 
tinez was rumored to have abandoned the 
Catholic faith and to have become—a Theoso- 
phist! When the revolt occurred and the 
fall of Martinez became inevitable, the Arch- 
bishop and the various Catholic organizations 
proclaimed their sympathy with the revolu- 
tionists, although labor and popular groups 
had carried through the general strike that 
broke the dictatorship, did the actual fighting 
and suffered the casualties without any notice- 
able aid from the Archbishop until the last 
moment. Immediately after Dictator Martinez 
fled the country, the Archbishop made a 
flowery speech “accepting” the role of Saviour 
of Salvador. With easy agility, the Vatican 
forces had leaped from the wrong horse to 
the right one. 

In Ecuador, the Vatican did not fare so well. 
It had so identified itself with Dictator Arroyo 
del Rio that Ecuador had almost become a 
Church State without a coup d'état. The 
Archbishop of Quito, in fact, outdid Arroyo 
in his sponsorship of repressive measures. 
When Ecuador labor, in 1943, attempted to 
unite and called a national convention for the 
purpose, the Archbishop ordered all “good 
Catholic” workmen to abandon the conven- 
tion, telling them they must organize “under 
the Catholic Church, and not accept the con- 
trol of Bolshevistic Communism.” When 
labor paid no heed, apparently preferring what 
the Archbishop called “Communism,” Dictator 
Arroyo hurriedly banned the Convention, ar- 
resting and torturing many of the leaders, 
including Pedro Antonio Saad and Francisco 
Mora Guerrero, who was strung up by the 
thumbs and flogged and afterwards thrown 


POSTSCRIPT: MEXICO, D. F. 


MEXICO, D. F.—A story of savage bigotry 
unequalled since the Inquisition came out of 
Mexico this month as a damning refutation of 
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into a tank of water rigged for electric shoc! 
The Papal Nuncio in Quito also had m 
plain his support for Arroyo. On January 
1943, he offered a sumptuous banquet to 
dictator, where he offered “our sincere homa, 
and high esteem” in a speech of two thous: 
words of fatherly advice on how to ru 
Ecuador and of flattery for Arroyo’s wife amt 
mother. Both the Papal Nuncio and th 
Archbishop were intimate friends with Ar 
royo’s Minister of Hacienda (Treasury ), whi 
became a multimillionaire in six months 0, 
speculation with foqdstuffs. The result of t 
“holy alliance” was that the Ecuador revolu, 
tion, when it finally exploded, was led by suc] 
men as Pedro Antonio Saad, as head of th. 
banned labor organizations, and a last minut 
dive by the Ecuador Archbishop to the sid 
of the revolutionists was out of the questior 
The tactics the Vatican will now follow i 
Ecuador should be most interesting. 

The future of the Vatican-Falange alliane 
in Latin America as a whole is at. presen 
unpredictable. If it survives the transitio1 
period that has temporarily weakened it, il 
as Churchill indicated, the Falange is to b 
coddled, if democratic forces in Latin Americ; 
remain disunited, if North America sits by 
blissfully unaware—then in a few years wi 
may awake to find a Church-Fascist Empit) 
taking the place of Hitler Europe in the post 
war world. 

The antidote to Vatican-Falange propaga 
in Latin America is simple enough. It 
merely food and education. But a hundred mil 
lion semi-starved and wholly illiterate Latii 
Americans are not going to be fed and ed 
cated in a few years’ time—and that is all thi 
time we have to counteract Church- Fascism 
after that it will be too strong, unless, o 
course, a new factor arises to upset the ex 
tremely delicate balance of forces in Latif 
America at present. 

To be sure, there is one infallible way | 
destroying the menace of Church Fascism if 
Latin America. That way is the use of eco 
nomic sanctions against every Vatican-spon 
sored dictatorship, with corresponding eco 
nomic benefits ‘for every Latin Americat 
democracy. But that is a great deal to expect 
After all, British and American capital finances 
Hitler and sent scrap iron to the Japanese wat 
machine for many years, and nobody dreame¢ 
of what would happen afterwards—or did i 
few small voices sound a warning? 
; 
the Sheens, Hollands and Heltsches who pain 
Mexico's National Synarchist Union as 
frankly and sincerely democratic movement. 
Near the little town of Perote, in the state o! 
Veracruz, Synarchist raiders burned and loote 


1 ‘Protestant peasant ‘colony of La Gloria, 
aped and murdered its inhabitants and drove 
he survivors into the hills, where for days 
“they wandered without food or shelter. 

Another Synarchist band sprayed gasoline 
on the Church of God temple in Totalco, 
Veracruz, then set fire to it while the wor- 
shippers were still inside. When the congre- 
gation fled screaming, many of them with their 
clothes in flame, the Synarchists shot at and 
stoned them. These Synarchists, “who have 
learned how to keep clean mentally and 
physically,” as Rev. Francis Heltsche recently 
insisted in a letter to the New York Times, 
threw the body of a dead Protestant child into 
a pigsty as “fit treatment for an infidel.” 


This story of Synarchist “democracy” is not 
the product of the fantastic “Bolshevist propa- 
ganda center,” which, according to Monsignor 
Fulton Sheen, has been set up in Mexico City 
“as a new Comintern.” Let Bishop David 
Ruesga; head of the Church of God in Mexico, 
tell you what happened in his own words. Here 
is an extract from his letter to Mexican Presi- 
dent Manuel Avila Camacho, begging protec- 
tion against the Synarchist proteges of the 
Sheens and their like: 


“Incited by the parish priest, Father Her- 
melindo Montealegre, members of the Synar- 
chist organization have carried out a series of 
attacks against the Church of God in La 
Gloria, Veracruz. . . . Father Montealegte, 
with Mayor Pascual Rodriguez and Police 
‘Chief Baltazar Mendoza, all of them members 
of the National Synarchist Union, plotted to 
destroy our church and its members, On 
Rodriguez’ orders, Mendoza and his aides 
sacked and burned our church, slashing Sexton 
Guillermo Soro with a machete. Rodriguez 
and his band then sacked the houses of all 
members of the Church of God colony, burn- 
‘ing them afterwards... .” 


Several young girls, Bishop Ruesga relates, 
“fled to the nearby home of Jose Ramirez. 
The band of Synarchists pursued.them. Find- 
ing the doors barred, they hacked them down 
with machetes. They then attempted to rape 
the girls, but their mothers, in desperation, 
shielded their daughters’ bodies with their 
own. ... Lhe members of the Church of God,” 
Bishop Ruesga interpolates pathetically, “did 
not answer violence with violence, for our 
creed forbids it. But we beg the protection of 
our government as our National Constitution 
guarantees.” 


When newspapermen interviewed Bishop 
Ruesga after his letter to the president had 
been made public, they found him to be a 
‘simple, unassuming mestizo, a self-educated 
man who has found time, amid his ministerial 
duties, to become a skilled photographer. He 
showed no evidence of anger or any desire for 


revenge against the Synarchists. But he did 
strike out against his persecutors verbally: 


“If the Catholic Church in Mexico preaches 
the truth, as they insist,’ Bishop Ruesga asked, 
“why is it that they cannot convince us lov- 
ingly of their doctrine? Why must innocent 
victims be sacrificed? If they are right and 
we ate wrong, what are they so afraid of? 
Truth will always shine through !. . If the 
Catholic Church in Mexico is afraid of losing 
its members, there is:a sure way of retaining 
them: Teach the word of Jesus Christ. I am 
not afraid of letting anyone of any faith speak 
to the members of the Church of God...” 


While Mexican Catholic Archbishop Luis 
Martinez has repeatedly insisted that the Na- 
tional Synarchist Union has no connection 
with the Catholic Church and has various 
times issued orders to the effect that parish 
priests shall in no way maintain relations 
with the Synarchists, Bishop Ruesga is per- 
haps understandably confused as to the dif- 
ference between the two organizations. He 
points out that in all the attacks directed 
against Protestants in Mexico, village priests 
have been linked with the Synarchist attackers. 
He knows little of the history of the Synar- 
chists. He does not know, for example, that 
they were founded by Nazi and Falangist 
agents, or that the German spy, Anton von 
Trotter, was the private secretary of Salvador 
Abascal, Synarchist Supreme Leader until Pearl 
Harbor. Like most Mexicans, Bishop Ruesga 
has been deceived by the sugar-coating of 
Catholicism which the Synarchists give to their 
fascist doctrines. 


He cites specific cases to show that Catholic 
parish priests work together with the Synar- 
chists. He gives the following account of the 
La Gloria attack to prove his contention: 


“On the afternoon of May 21, the Synar- 
chists held a meeting at which Father Herme- 
lindo Montealegre, La Gloria priest, was pres- 
ent. They decided to attack the Church of God 
colony that night. At nine o'clock they rang 
the bell of the Catholic church to call their 
band together. In this raid they sacked the 
remaining houses of our colony, stealing our 
cattle and carrying off our seeds and imple- 
ments, then burned our homes. Seven houses 
were completely destroyed on this occasion.” 

During this attack, Bishop Ruesga disclosed, 
“the Synatchists ripped the clothes off Mrs. 
Anastasia Peralta and beat her frightfully with 
a machete. When her small daughter and a 
niece began to whimper, they beat them also. 
When Juan Hernandez, a neighbor, tried 


peacefully to remonstrate, he was bludgeoned © 


and slashed with machetes until both his arms 
and several ribs were broken.” (Hernandez 
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_ Jay in a hospital at Perote, Veracruz, for many 
weeks. He now appears to be on the road to 
' recovery.) ths 

On the day of this attack, according to 
Bishop Ruesga, Catholic priest Montealegre 
preached a sermon in his church telling his 
parishioners that it was their duty to God to 
“oust the Evangelists! Burn their homes and 
- their Bibles)” 

“T tell you, Mr. President,” Bishop Ruesga 
stated in his letter to President Camacho, “that 
if the priests, instead of inciting the Synar- 
chists against us, were to teach them to respect 
human life, not a drop more of blood would 
be shed.” 

When Mexican Archbishop Martinez was 
asked specifically for his comment on Bishop 
Ruesga’s charges, he pointed out that he was 
not in possession of the facts. “I have sent an 
urgent message to the ecclesiastical authori- 
ties of the state of Veracruz,” he said, “asking 
them for data. If the charges made are true, 
these events must certainly be condemned.” 
Five days later, Archbishop Martinez had still 
not made public any reply from the Veracruz 
ecclesiastics. At that time one of the Arch- 
bishop’s secretaries, Rev. Ramon Garcia Plaza, 
stated: “I don’t think the matter is as import- 
ant as the press has made out, as the Veracruz 
ecclesiastical authorities have not replied to 
the Archbishop’s. message, so far as I know. 
... Meanwhile, pressure was brought on the 
_ Mexican press from undetermined sources 

and nothing more was published about the 
Veracruz attacks against Protestants. 

Faced with silence on all sides in the face 
of his plea for justice, Bishop Ruesga took up 
~a collection among Mexican Protestants and 
brought a group of survivors of the Synar- 
chist attacks to Mexico City, where they went 
en masse to the Chamber of Deputies, the 


LATIN QUEBEC 
By MARY CURTICE 


Fro THE past two years, Relations, the 
brilliantly edited Jesuit monthly which 
furnishes the doctrinal background for 
the corporatist movement in Quebec, has 
been plugging Sinarquism. To read its 
pages, one would never guess that anything 
except Sinarquist activities was going on 
_ in Mexico. Father Ledit fears that a Mexi- 
_ co delivered to politicians can form a dis- 
_ turbing bridgehead for a bolshevized Eu- 
rope. Only the devotion to the Church and 
Home which Sinarquism teaches can save 
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Mexican House of Representatives, to beg 
government protection. They were received 
politely, and Labor Deputy Salvador Ochoa 
Renterfa, famous for his unswerving fight 
against Synarchism, took up their fight as his 
own. He, too, however, was met by a wall of 
silence. . . . Foreign correspondents who at- 
tempted to telegraph a brief account abroad 
learned, weeks later in some cases, that their 
messages had never been sent. Mexican news- 
papermen who persisted in their investigations 
received mysterious visitors provided with - 
“secret police credentials.” It was obvious 
that a determined effort was being made to 
hush up a scandal that contained a dangerous 
element which might provoke new outbreaks. 
Whether the Mexican government, with the 
indirect efficiency that characterizes its hand- 
ling of potentially dangerous dissensions, had | 
quietly gone to work to root out the Synar- 
chist agitators guilty of the Veracruz out- — 
rages, or whether it had simply passed them 
over, remained equally unknown. Only later 
was it learned that seven Veracruz Syncharists 
were in jail, on charges that were not made 
public. 
Within the past few weeks, the Synarchist 
terror in Veracruz has apparently ceased. The 
Protestant peasants who clung to their ruined 
homes despite savage attacks, can now till 
their fields unmolested, thanking God for the 
respite, brief though it may be. Mexico's 
twenty thousand Evangelistas, members of the 
Church of God, have not forgotten, however. 
Fifteen victims of the Synarchist attacks still 
lie in hospitals betwen life and death. In the 
last week of June, four of these victims were 
buried in Mexico City. Those who marched 
in the funeral processions carried a painted 
banner with the words: 3 
“We Ask Justice.” 


the distracted country. In Action Nationale, 
the pro-Franco organ of the Bloc Populaire, 
André Laurendeau laments that Canada’s 
participation in the war has isolated her 
from Latin America. In Parliament, the 
spokesmen for the Bloc demand a more 
moderate war effort. As the Nazis die on 
the Dnieper, as Franco totters to his fall 
under the stiffened measures taken by 
Britain and America, the Quebec corpora- 
tists feel the ground shifting under their 
feet. They are turning to closer direct re- 
lations with Latin America; they are work- 
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ing hard on “‘cultural union,” and “Latin 
mutual understanding.” 
_ The dream back of this is the old hope 
for a wholly French and Catholic Canada, 
with a great French-Catholic bloc in the 
‘United States, acting in concert with a sim- 
ilar Spanish-Catholic union to the south. 
' The nationalist ideal is a French Canada, 
attained through the fecundity of French- 
Canadian women, ruled by the closely-knit 
old French families and the Church, where 
the peasant knows his place and the ve de 
_ paysan is the life for all but the cultured 
few. Indeed, one of the Bloc’s ideologists 
goes so far as to say that the French- 
_ Canadian farmer doesn’t want a radio and 
an automobile. 


In such minds one suspects there is a 
firm determination that neither the paysan 
nor the peor shall have radio and automo- 
bile—or his freedom either. Secretary Ickes 
has made plain what the Sinarquist move- 

- ment is, “the most important Nazi-Fascist 
penetration, and the most dangerous to the 
cause of democracy and pan-Americanism.” 
It attacks the free schools, the social secu- 

"tity laws, the land reforms. It aims to get 
hold of the collective farms and their 

_ banks, to return them to individual hold- 

_ ings. Its unpublished aims go further. 
Through its demagogic appeals to the poor 
and discontented, it has led some half-mil- 

lion Mexicans to settle in Lower Califor- 
nia, handy to give help to certain sub- 
marines that might chance to come that 
way. 

At first sight French Quebec, of Nor- 

man descent and pretty thoroughly Can- 
adian, has little in common with Spanish- 
Indian Mexico. But fascist sympathies are 
international, and the devil knows his 
own. The Bloc Populaire is the political 
incarnation of the Knights of Jacques Car- 
tier, the secret brotherhood of French 
nationalists. The League for the Defense 

- of Canada, which wants to defend Canada 
by keeping any aid from the United 
Nations, is the same group in different 
form. The Bloc is now troubled with in- 
ternal dissensions. At their recent confer- 
ence, these resulted in making Laurendeau 
head of the provincial organization, while 
Maxime Raymond, M.P., remained national 
head. That is an outward sign of a split 

that goes deep. The older men, like Ray- 
mond and Edouard Lacroix, the wealthy 
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‘lumberman who has financed the party, 


want power, and a more powerful Quebec, 
but they do not really want to change the 
capitalist society in which they live and 
move. If Fascism comes to Canada, they 
will be its Thyssens. Chaloult, and his 
followers, who helped found the Bloc; 
have now left it, because, like some of the 
early Nazis they genuinely want certain 
social reforms. They also see it as a French 
nationalist party. Laurendeau, young, am- 
bitious, intelligent, is interested in Polish- 
Fascist groups in Western Canada, as well 
as in Latin America and the Falange. 

For the moment, the weakening of the 
Bloc by this division may return the Liber- 
als to power at the election which cannot 
be far off. Premier Godbout has given as 
good an administration as possible, under 
a regime which is old and corrupt and has 
muddled National Service and many other 
things. He has made some cautious re- 
forms, given women the vote, brought in 
compulsory education, and is now taking 
the wind out of his opponents’ sails by ex- 
propriating the power companies to set up 
a provincial Hydro. Maurice Duplessis, 
who is a far shrewder politician than any 
of the Bloc, is waiting to pick up the pieces 
if it goes to bits. He knows what grubbing 
in the dirt a fierce campaign entails; he is 
no intellectual like these young men. He 
can shriek about the trustards in public and 
bargain with them in private; he gave the 
province the famous padlock law, by which 
a man who was even suspected of Commu- 
nism could be locked out of his home. He 
has started the canard that the Godbout - 
government is planning to settle 100,000 
Jews in Quebec. That touched the French 
in two bad spots, their fear of immigration 
that might take their jobs away, and their 


carefully cultivated anti-Semitism. If he 


can scoop in the younger Bloc men, he may — 
win. : 


Falange is the group which clusters around 


the Union Culturelle. This is a society 


which has nice dinners for people like the _ 


President of Haiti, so that they can hear 


each other talk about how Catholicism 


must give Democracy a Christian soul, how — ee 
Communism would have triumphed if it — 


were not for the labors of the Church, and 
which publishes information on Latin — 
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The chief link between the Bloc and the 


America. The president is Dostaler 

O'Leary, who has written quite frankly, 
“Fascism is the political form of corpora- 
tism.’”’ Corporatism is what Portugal and 

Italy got, what Argentina, is getting, what 

the Bloc wants for Quebec. Paul Bouchard, 

who with another O’Leary brother has 

been living in Mexico, was editor “of La 

_ Nation, one of the worst pro-fascist, anti- 

Semitic sheets which have cursed Quebec. 

Several of the younger men in the Bloc, 

such as Jean Drapeau, who ran for Parlia- 

ment but was defeated, are officers in the 

“Union.” Into this group the Spanish con- 

suls fitted well. One of them married a 

niece of the chief advertiser in the Bloc 

newspapers. Allan Chase in his Falange 

shows the map which the’ Santander Falan- 

gists printed to show their branches in 

America. One line leads to Montreal. 

_. This movement can be dangerous if the 

 Falange gains power in South America, if 

isolationist forces win in the United States. . 
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Col. McCormick is reported to have been - 


much interested in Quebec of late. So far 
the Church as such has kept neutral and 


Cardinal Villeneuve has loyally supported © 
the war effort. It must be remembered that | 


in Mexico Archbishop Martinez rallied 


Catholics. to the aid of Cardenas. But if | 
the Sinarquists become stronger in Mexico, | 


they will find great sympathy in clerical 
circles in Quebec. It cannot be too much 
emphasized that there is one thing which 


French-Canadians have genuinely in com- 


mon with Latin Americans—that is fear 
and hatred of American ‘imperialism. 


Those who see their water-power and their 


forests taken over by American capital, 


while their sons are treated as inferior in 
‘ ) 


their own country, are all too ready to turn 
to fascist leaders for solace, whether in 
Bolivia or Quebec. A true pan-American- 


ism, real understanding among the peoples _ 
of all American peoples, is the only safe- 


guard. 


THE MARTYRDOM OF A LIBERAL SPANISH CARDINAL 


By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


HE NEWS recently came out of war- 

surrounded Switzerland of the death of 
Francis Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer, Arch- 
bishop of Tarragona, Spain and, by that 
fact, Primate of Catalonia. 

The news dispatches did not tell the fact 
of his death in obscurity and poverty— 
and in exile from his native land. This is 

the price he paid for his courage in refus- 
ing to side with the major part of the 
hierarchy, and even with the Vatican, in 
support of the criminal movement of 
Franco. 
The pro-Francoists in this country dur- 
_ ing the Spanish war were particularly angry 
when Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer refused 
to sign the circular letter of the Spanish 
Bishops with its shamefully mendacious— 
sad to say—calumnies against the Repub- 
lican government. 
___ When in the New York Times dispatch 
I pointed out that he was one of several 
Spanish prelates who declined to attach 
their names to this compot of un-Christian 
violations of God’s commandment against 
bearing false witness, I was immediately 
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under attack from certain Jesuits who at 
that time distinguished themselves by their 
irresponsibility of expression in matters 
referring to Spain. 

‘ The men to whom I refer were Francis 
X. Talbot, S.J., editor, and Albert: I. 
Whelan, S.J., managing editor of the Jesuit 
publication mis-named America. They 
wrote letters to the New York Times in 
which they attempted to explain that the 
reason the Cardinal did not sign the shame- 
ful document was mental irresponsibility. 
More precisely, one of these men wrote 
that the Cardinal was “mentally incapac- 
itated,’’ while the other, Talbot, more cun- 
ning in his expression, got the same idea 
across by stating that the Cardinal was in 
a sanitarium for nervous disorders. 

_ In Spain, France and Switzerland I was 
able to check up on these statements. I 
spoke to persons who knew the Cardinal 
and who had seen him there. In Barcelona 
I spoke at length with the Cardinal’s 
brother. He literally went white with deep 
fury when I showed to him the utterances 
of Talbot and Whelan. There is no greater 
insult you can offer to a Spaniard than to 
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charge or even suggest that his family 
tainted with insanity. 

“The Cardinal’s brother gave me a de- 
tailed statement of the Cardinal’s activities, 
r* told how a short time previously he 
had been with him in France to attend a 
telative’s funeral. Incidentally this gentle- 
‘man’s willingness to return to Barcelona 
after visiting the Cardinal does not bolster 
up the thesis that Republican Spain was 
no place for good Christian men. 

I regretted that the New York Times 
did not print my dispatch rebutting these 
charges for I felt its readers were entitled 
to these facts. In general the New York 
Times printed most of my dispatches and 
‘I didn’t think they ought to have shied 
away from this. 

When, in 1939, the college of cardinals 
‘met in conclave to elect a new Pope, 
Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer was there and 
casting his vote with the rest. And—as I 
have already had occasion to point out— 
if the statements of these Jesuits are allowed 


to stand uncontradicted, we face the pros-. 


pect that the question may be legitimately 
taised—(legitimately at least in view of 
these unrectified statements), ‘‘Does Pope 
Pius XII owe his election to a mentally 
incapacitated cardinal?” This question is 
particularly valid since conclaves are secret 
and one may not know how the votes went 
or whose votes are decisive. 

Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer, I learn, died 
in utter poverty as a refugee, in an humble 
Swiss convent not only cut off from his 

archbishopric but, according to report, un- 
der the displeasure of Rome. 

Early in the Civil War the cardinal, who 
was 75 years old, left a very turbulent scene 
of civil war under the protection of the 
Catalan government. 

He did not, indeed wish to leave, but 
the Catalan government felt it advisable 
that he should in a period when much 
violence reigned because the props had 
been knocked out from under the con- 
stituted government by the very persons 
who were sworn to support it, that is the 
army and certain other armed forces. ~ 

I got the first hand story from the man 
who took the Cardinal in charge and aided 
his departure. But he was only one of 

hundreds of ecclesiastical persons whom 
the government at that time protected in 
arious ways, notwithstanding the false- 


hoods that were propagated and still are 
propagated by the clerical lovers of Franco 
in this country, and their press, taking their — 
cue no doubt from Archbishop Spellman’s 
eulogies upon this arch-criminal. 

After the outbreak of the civil war the 
cardinal lived both in Rome and in Switz- 
erland, and he steadfastly refused to go 


. back to Spain after the conquest of Franco. 


Franco, in revenge, refused to allow him 
to receive funds from his archbishopric. 
The Vatican also resented his stubbornness, 
and he explains hfs death as a pauper refu- 
gee in Switzerland. 

The journal, Free Catalonia, published 
in New York by Catalan patriots, offers 
this footnote on the Cardinal: 

“Behind this individual drama there is 
a century-old “tragedy that comes to an end. 
Cardinal Vidal’s death is, in fact, the final 
curtain on a strenuous fight between the 
reactionary Spanish church and Catalan 
Christian liberalism, of which Cardinal 
Vidal was a defender. 

“The Spanish aim was to despoil Tar- 
ragona of its primacy. Historically Toledo 
is the primate city of the kingdom of Cas- 
tille; while Tarragona is the primate city 
for the kingdom of Aragon-Catalonia. At 
the union of the two kingdoms, in 1516, 
the rivalry started. Without the energy 
of the Catalan Bishops, and lately that of 
Cardinal Vidal, the struggle would have 
ended long ago with the suppression of 
the Primate of Tarragona. 

“Franco saw red each time that, even 
under his own regime, the pastoral letters 
of Archbishop Vidal started with the ritual 
form of ‘Nos, Francesc, Arquebisbe de 
Tarragona, Cardinal Vidal i Barraquer, de 
titol de Santa Sabina, Primate de les Es- 
panyes ...’, while the Catalans felt a deep 
emotion in seeing that they could continue 
to be good Christians and good Catholics 
without necessarily having to become fal- 
angists and fascists. Now Franco, with 
the death of Cardinal Vidal, appears to be 
the winner. 

“But for how long?” 

(Note quotation is in Catalan, and reads: 
“We, Francis, Archbishop of Tarragona, 


Cilinal Vidal y Barraquer, titular of Santa Rist 


Sabina, Primate of the Spains . . 2”) 
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By TABITHA PETRAN 


France is the pivot of the coming peace 
settlement: what happens there will show. for 
what reasons the war has been fought. The 


strength of the forces de Gaulle represents 


and popular pressures in England and the 
U. S. may have won United States recognition 
of de Gaulle by the time this article appears 
in print. But the issues underlying the con- 


troversy between de Gaulle and the western 


powers are fundamental, not personal as is so 
often alleged, and, if the French settlement is 
to be a solid pillar in a real peace structure, it 
is necessary for Americans to understand 
them. 


Basic to the whole problem is the fact that 


the French defeat created two’ Frances: the 


France of Vichy treason backed by economic 
reaction; and the real France of the French 
people whose symbol is de Gaulle. 


U. S. policy in the four years between de 
Gaulle’s appeal to the French people from 
London, June 18, 1940, and the landings in 
Normandy was consistently lacking in a real- 
istic approach to France because the informa- 
tion on which it was based isolated it com- 
pletely from the real France. 


Three events chiefly determined the char- 
acter of this information: (1) the arrival in 
the U. S. after the Armistice of a considerable 
number of French collaborationists who had 
the backing of powerful American industrial- 
ists and financiers with international interests; 
(2) the acceptance by U. S. authorities of the 

interpretation of the French collapse as the 
result of the Popular Front, insisted upon by 
its influential observer on the spot, then Am- 
bassador William Bullitt, and the prompt 
decision to send Admiral Leahy to Vichy as 
U. S. Ambassador; (3) the arrival in the 
U. S. of a large number of Americans who 
had been long resident in France, chiefly sales- 
men and representatives of American business 
firms and World War I veterans. 
_ Such official and unofficial representatives 
of the economic reactionaries behind Vichy 
as Rene de Chambrun, Laval’s son-in-law, 
former premier Camille Chautemps, Jean 
Dupuy, wealthy publisher of the Petit Parisien, 
organ of the French steel trust—to mention 
only a few—came here after the defeat and 
with entry to influential circles, the backing 
of powerful sections of American business 
and finance won the ear of U. S. authorities 
as experts on French affairs. The few genuine 
refugees from fascism were suspect. 

This situation was paralleled in Vichy 


/ 
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where Admiral Leahy and his staff had con- - 
tacts only to the people who had betrayed . 
France and -were still actively operating be- 
tween Vichy and New York and even Ger- - 
man-occupied Paris. There were the inter- 
national French bankers, the upper bour- 
geoisie, the Paris society crowd, the business- 
men who continued to do business not only 
with American industry but also German. 


Admiral Leahy’s natural orientation to- 


: | 
\ wards Petain and the socially and economically — 
/ 


“respectable” collaborationists, by reason of » 
the limitations of his background and associa- 

tions, was considerably strengthened by the - 
influerice of an assistant in the Embassy, Free- 
man Matthews. All talks between Leahy, who ” 
speaks no French, and Petain, who speaks no | 
English, were carried on with Matthews acting 

as interpreter. 


Matthews is reported by people who have — 
known him to have been violently anti-de — 
Gaulle, an admirer of Petain as the savior of ~ 
France from communism, a blind supporter 
of the existing order. His views were shared 
by other Embassy officials, individually nice 
enough people but limited by ignorance, 
training, social position, to accept a point of 
view which differed in no essential respects 
from that of the collaborationists themselves. — 

Matthews is now Deputy Director of the 
State Department's Office of European Affairs 
and this spring went to London with Under 
Secretary Stettinius to discuss French prob- 


} 


-lems. 


The U. S. “listening post” in Vichy listened 
only to high society, collaborationists, fascists. 
When the resistance movements were first 
formed, they attempted to establish contacts 
with de Gaulle’s movement in London and 
with the British through the American ‘Em- 
bassy in Vichy. 

Embassy officials treated these delegates 
from the resistance as unwashed _ rebels, 
troublemakers who were upsetting American 
plans to work with Petain and the Vichyites. 
Some were told to submit brief written re- 
ports on their organizations. Some of the re- 
ports submitted'leaked into the hands of the 
Vichy police. Prior to the invasion of North 
Africa similar leakages occurred in the Casa- 
blanca consulate, resulting sometimes in the 
arrest of de Gaullists and in failure to submit 
important information to the British. There 
was some understandable bitterness on the 
part of the French underground; and Amer- 
ican authorities were even more isolated. 4 


The numerous American secret agents — 
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nch resistance. These agents were for the 
st part those Americans resident in France 
ho as a result of the-collapse returned to the 
U. S. in 1940 and finding themselves without 
cbs and without roots here went to work for 
e government as French experts. Many of 
‘these former typewriter, gasoline, button sales- 
men, ignorant of both French and American 
politics, were subsequently sent to France and 
North Africa as secret agents by the Office of 
Strategic Services and other government 
agencies. There, they had contacts only to 
those Frenchmen with whom they had for- 
merly done business—the business and society 
crowd who in large part had become collabo- 
fationists. 

' When Admiral Leahy returned to the U. S., 
ES became head of the Combined Chiefs of 
Staff. As such he is top boss of Col. Dono- 
van's Office of Strategic Services. Thus 
throughout this four year period, the Presi- 
dent and other high U. S. officials have had 
only one source of information on France: a 
group of people wholly cut off by their prej- 
udices, mistakes, ignorance from the real 
France of the resistance. 

Wholly isolated in this way from the real- 
ities of France, American policy- makers were 
Subject to the influence of various powerful 
Pressure groups whose objectives, often con- 
tradictory, nonetheless had a consistent com- 
mon denominator: opposition to a strong and 
socially left France. 

_ All of these influences cannot be discussed 
here. There was the influence of the Vatican 
which sought conservative, clerical regimes in 
Europe; the influence of all those who for one 
reasOn or another feared Russian domination 
in Europe. 
_ One of the pressures came from business 
and banking groups with interests and invest- 
ments in France. American investment in pre- 
war France totalled about $300;000,000— 
chiefly in oil refineries, automobiles and acces- 
-sories, farm machinery, banking and insur- 
ance. These groups naturally threw their in- 
fluence in Washington in support of Vichy in 
the hope of saving their privileges in France 
and are of course opposed to the social and 
economic program of de Gaulle and the 
"resistance. 
But France is not only a European country. 
With its possessions in Africa, Asia, the Paci- 
fic, the Caribbean, it is an empire—until 1940 
the second greatest in the world. 
__ The French defeat revealed the dependence 
of U.S. military security upon the integrity of 
the French Empire. This became glaringly 
clear when the Vichy government surrendered 
Indo-China to Japan, and even more clear 
hen Vichy opposed the British-de Gaulle 


France had a similar attitude to the 


Salhar 


Washington policy makers—with no teal 


‘knowledge of France and perhaps even enter- 


taining the ridiculous notion that the French 
left would dissolve the Empire—reasoned that 
they had to play ball with Vichy to keep the 
French Empire safe! 


The aim of military security was legitimate 
of course but the method of achieving it con- 
tained a basic fallacy. Washington didn’t face 
the question: who were the rulers of the 
French Empire whose policies had placed U. S. 
security in jeopardy? They were of course the 
very Vichyites from whom the U. S. now pro- 
posed to get guarantees for its security.’ The 
American pro-Vichy policy was ridiculous, if 
not worse. Why then did the U. S. stubbornly 
cling to this policy? 

By its isolation from the real France, Wash- 
ington failed to see that the power of Vichy 
and the collaborationists, resting as it did 
solely on German bayonets, had a date to it 
and was running out. They were blind to the 
fundamental reality that the French people, 
once the Germans were defeated, would al- 
most automatically destroy Vichy; that this 
would be the case even if there were no de 
Gaulle. For the resistance groups in France 
were organized spontaneously by the French 
people not out of love of de Gaulle but out of 
hatred of Vichy and what it represented. So 
Washington never considered the best assur- 
ance of U. S. military security: a strong and 
democratic France controlling the Empire. 


Refusing to acknowledge that its basic ap- 
proach was wrong and always the prisoner of 
its past mistakes, U. S. policy was merely a 
succession of efforts to patch up one plan 
after another to work with the Vichy reaction- 


aries—first Petain, then Laval, then Darlan, 


then Giraud—the structure crumbled under 
each plan for their basis was false. 

There were of course other important rea- 
sons why the U. S. followed this ineffectual 
and dangerous course. The pro-Vichy policy 
was actively backed and pushed by certain 
American big business interests who saw an 
opportunity to exploit U. S. military needs to 
secure economic advantages in the French 
Empire, and even in France itself. These in- 
terests knew that such advantages could be 
won only from their big business counterparts 
in France, not from French democracy. 


The U. S. military objective of securing 
some sort of control or guarantee of Dakar 
for instance, has, already led to the framing of 
a concrete program for control of future 


French overseas airlines leading from Parisor 


Marseilles over Dakar to North and South 
America. And plans are under way to exploit — 
possible future U. S. military footholds in 
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Casablanca and Bizerte to gain economic con- 
trol of the rich French colonies in North 
Africa. 

Similar groups in Britain have parallel aims 
but these British interests are centered mainly 
around the French possessions in the Middle 
East. British imperialist aspirations were 
clearly revealed in the Lebanon- Syria crisis 
last year. 

These military and inevitably economic 
footholds would naturally lead to a controlling 
influence in French industry, and finance, and 
not least, in the politics of France itself and 
would bring the future France and its empire 
into a real dependence on Britain and the 
U.S. 

Vichy and the big business behind it have 
seen in such a development the only means of 
remaining in power, of a return to something 
like the pre-war status quo in which alone 
their privileges would not be threatened. For 
if the U. S. failed to see that Vichy power 
rested only on the German military, the 


- Vichyites and collaborationists themselves be- 


came well aware of this fact, and most of them 
were willing to trade German for Anglo- 
American support. The wrongness of the 
whole basic U. S. approach gave the Vichyites 
the opportunity to blackmail Washington to 
secure continued American support for their 
maintenance and power. 


From 1942 on it gave them the opportunity 
to climb on the Anglo-American bandwagon 
and to convince American authorities shortly 
before the North African invasion that only 
they could reorganize the North African pos- 
sessions and grant the U. S. ‘suitable bases and 
concessions. This was the real meaning of the 
Giraud episode—it’s no secret in Algiers that 
there exists a written agreement signed by 
Giraud and some U. S. authorities to the effect 
that Giraud—should he become the leader of 

“France—would cede several North African 
ports to the U. S. as military bases. 


But the Giraud plan also failed. And in the 
past year Washington has been forced to take 
cognizance of the strength of the de Gaullist 
forces and the determination of the French 
people. As a result of these developments and 
of its previous failures, Washington sought to 
find a legalistic basis for saving the conserva- 
tive structure of France. 

Shortly after the failure of the Giraud plan, 
U. S. authorities tried to bring out of France 
such people as Herriot, president of the 
Chamber of Deputies, and Jeanneney, presi- 
dent of the Senate, around whom they hoped 
to gather some few hundred deputies and sen- 
ators who had for one reason or another re- 
mained aloof from Vichy. Some such nucleus 
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6f ‘he Hreach Parliament, they Sete was chi 
only body with the legal authority to take ove. 
the government of France. 

Although this plan too failed to materialize, 
some shrewd French fascists caught the cur 
and set themselves up in Paris in the summe) 
of 1943 as an anti-Vichy and anti-de Gaull 
Committee with the outspoken purpose of of: 
fering themselves to Washington and Londor) 
as the legal French government. 

The leaders of this committee are George 
Bonnet, former pro-German foreign minister, 
former minister and senator Anatole de | 
Monzie, who was Mussolini’s fifth columnisi 
in the French government; Ludovic Frossard. 
former Minister of Information; Jean Mistler, 
former Under Secretary of Foreign Affairs; 
Paul Faure, former socialist party leader, a de- 
featist and collaborationist; and several other 
minor politicians. 

Another member of this group and one of. 
the most dangerous is the present Vichy Am- 
bassador in Madrid, Francois Pietri, who since: 
before the war has had excellent personal re-. 
lations to certain Anglo-American business 
circles. 

Pietri and other members of the Committee’ 
maintain that only the French parliament can 
legally shape the future of France. Their op- 
position to de Gaulle is based allegedly on his: 
refusal to admit to the National Assembly all: 
senators and deputies—including those who: 
were defeatists, collaborationist and pro- 
Vichy. 

In the months preceding the Allied inva- 
sion of France, members of the so-called Paris 
committee were in touch with American 
authorities and the ,idea of a third France, 
neither Vichy nor de Gaulle, won wide support 
in influential American and French-American 
circles in the U. S. It was a favorite idea of 
such State Department officials who were 
listening to the advice of some of the former 
members of the Vichy Embassy here who had > 
been released from internment and did not go 
back to France. Secretary Hull’s denial of 
contemplated deals with Vichyites did not 
cover the Paris group whose members had not 
been officially connected with Vichy. 

Whether the U. S. government still enter- 
tains plans which includes such discredited 
figures is difficult to say. The invasion, how- 
ever, has served to stimulate the efforts ‘of the 
Paris Committee and its Madrid branch, en- 
larged by such people as Lemaigre Dubreuil 
who enjoyed the friendliest relations with 
American officials in North Africa. Members 
of de Gaulle’s Committee in Algiers are, right- 
ly or wrongly, still worried about the activities 
of these turncoat collaborationists. They fear 
that somewhere in France a delegation of 
these turncoats at the propitious moment will 
offer themselves to the Allies as the represent- 
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of the legal power of France. - 

ner or later of course all such plans are 
ritably doomed to failure. But the true 
eration of France and the final destruction 
European fascism may well be delayed un- 
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less Washington recognizes once and for all 
that its whole basic approach to the problem | 
of France has been unrealistic. Full acceptance 
of de Gaulle would be a most important’ step 
in this direction but a first step, not a final one. — 


4E PAROCHIAL ATTACK ON EDUCATION 


—Public education like Protestantism has felt itself so integral a part of 
American life that it has not defended itself against the insinuations of tts 
enemies. It must now defend its right to continue. Let us glance at some 
of the teaching which, it is claimed, is superior to our public education. 


UBLIC education is under continuous 
' attack by its many enemies. It is allegedly 
t an American institution, antedates the 
covery of America, is pagan in origin, is 
odless” in character! 

Thus Paul L. Blakely, S. J., in May an Amer- 
m Oppose the Public School? states: “Our 
st duty to the public school is not to pay 
ces for its maintenance. . . . The first duty 
every Catholic father to the public school 
to keep his children out of it.” Yet fifty- 
yen per cent of Roman Catholic children 
end these “godless” non-parochial schools. 
On April 1, 1942 a three hundred and 
elve page book was published at Hunting- 
n, Indiana, entitled: Our National Enemy 
umeber One, Education Without Religion. 
vo thirds of the volume was devoted to 
iticism of public education. 

It was written by one John F. Noll. At first 
ance it appears to be an average American 
lume since it contains neither nihil obstai 
it imprimatur, the usual guarantee of Cath- 
ic content for the faithful. There is a John 
Noll who has been a Roman Catholic bishop 
Fort Wayne, Indiana, since 1925 and the 
ir Sunday Visitor Press of Huntington, 
diana, which published the book, is listed as 
Roman Catholic publishing firm. If the 
thor is a Roman Catholic bishop, why is 
at fact not admitted on the title page? Was 
e publication refused nihil obstat and im- 
imatur by the Catholic censor? Or did the 
od bishop think his argument would prove 
ore effective without the zmprimatur of his 
urch? 

The method of treatment of his problem is 
tf more indirect than in a dozen. similar 
oks. The author accepts public education. 
is only desire is to purge it of its faults. He 
ould exhort the “State to get behind religion 
nerally and the moral law.” The curriculum 
public education needs supplementation, 
r it is a “system completely divorced from 
e inspiration of religion (Roman Catholic- 
n).” The case against the “godless” public 
o is built up by quite an array of 
ae 


“quotes” from great men. What surprises is 
that these excerpts are frequently out of con- 
text and thoroughly unjust to the intention of 
the original writers. Two samples must suf- 
fice. William Rainey Harper, the first president 
of the University of Chicago, was a pioneer 
in introducing historical criticism of the Bible 
into American Divinity Schools. It was this 
method which made divinity schools “god- 
less.” The leaders of his own denomination 
classified President Harper as a heretic and 
caricatured him as a devil in the scholar’s 
gown, but here he is made to support the 
author's point of view. Likewise Thomas 
Jefferson, whose principle ambition was to 
divorce the teachings of religion from the 
classroom, is here reconstructed to suit the 
author's purpose. 


The heart of the book is the proposal that 

the government recognize existing parochial 
school systems with the “allocation of tax 
money towatd their support” (Chapters V 
and XIII). He contends that the government 
would not be paying for the religious teaching 
in the parochial schools but only for the teach- 
ing of secular subjects. Since the parochial 
school curriculum is largely secular the gov- 
ernment would be paying most of the current 
expenses of the Roman Catholic schools. But 
“no tax money would be paid for the teaching 
of religion but for the efficient teaching of 
the very curriculum followed by the public 
schools,” 
» The point has often been made and in much 
better style. The older contention is being | 
abandoned even by Roman Catholicism that 
Americans can be induced to contribute to 
the teaching of religion in the parochial 
schools. 

Thete is still a fly in the Catholic ointment. 
The good bishop does not seem to have appre- 
ciated the main point in the Hughes decision 
of April 28, 1930 in the Louisiana text-book 
case, namely that “what the statutes contem- 
plate is that the same books that are furnished 
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children attending public schools shall be fur- 


nished children attending private schools... 
among these books, naturally none 1s expected 
adapted to religious instruction,” 


By implication and by overt counts in their 
indictments, the apologists for parochial edu- 
cation allege that the curriculum of public 
education is ethically inferior to that of the 
parochfal schools. If these charges could be 
. sustained the case against public education 
would become serious. Public educators have 
been remiss in not taking them seriously and 
demonstrating their falsity. This is the main 
issue and therefore deserves refutation. Public 
education like Protestantism has felt itself 
so integral a part of American life that it has 
not defended itself against the insinuations 
of its enemies. It must now defend its right 
to continue. Let us glance at some of the 
teaching which, it is claimed, is superior to 
our public education. 


Here is a volume entitled, “World History: 
A Christian Interpretation” by Albert Hyma 
and J. F. Stach. It is designed as a “text-book 
in world history in junior high ‘and high 
schools.” It rejects the process, or develop- 
mental view of life. It seems to blame the 
world situation upon “paganized teachings 
promulgated in our text-books,’ although 
Christianity has been the religion of Europe 
for sixteen centuries and Martin Luther was 
a “secularist.” 


What is the superior teaching the authors 
have in mind? Is it “but Ham, the wicked 
son of Noah, was the ancestor of the black 
race, the people who did become the servants 
o} the white race, as God had decreed” p. 21? 
Is it the paragraph “what the Christians 
thought of slavery” on page 126? Is it the 
misrepresentation on pages 95, 96 that we 
have “age of Napoleon,” “age of Metternich” 
but no “age of Christ,” when we have Anno 
Domini, that is an era of Christ? Is it the 
unfair statements about the Unitarians on 
page 281? Is it this delicious morsel from 
page 415, “We still retain our faith in the 
capitalistic order of society. That order has 
been maintained in this country for more than 
two hundred years and whatever is wrong 


with society today is not because of capitalis-* 


tic enterprise but because of the sinful nature 
o} mankind?” Is it the paragraph entitled 
“good things accomplished by the Fascists,” 
p. 386, or “what Germany obtained in the 
Munich pact,” p. 387? 

Here is a Bible History containing the most 
remarkable events of the Old and New Testa- 
ment with a compendium of Church History 
by Right Reverend Richard Gilmore, approved 
by Pope Leo XIII and over thirty prelates. See 
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"pages 13, 16, 73, and especially 209 for ce 
ments not helpful to racial unity in the Uni. 


States. In the older Douay versions may _ 
found a most peculiar assortment of fo 
notes with ecclesiastical and dogmatic as* 
matism. 

Here is Atms and Methods in Taso i 
ligion by John K. Sharp, Benziger Broth» 
1929. Look at pages 296-330, “Graphic Il 
trations,” beginning with “death” and end- 
with “hell” and pray that this “superi. 
teaching may never be allowed to enter pul 
school classrooms. | 

Suppose we next take a few samples 
“ethical” teaching. The National Cathe 
Almanac, 1943, page 163, defines equivocat® 
as “the use of phrases or words having mx 
than one meaning in order to conceal inf: 
mation which the questioner has no right: 
scek. It is permusstble to equivocate in answ 
ing impertinent and unjust questions.” 

In Herrmann’s Faith and Morals, page 1 
the following is quoted from J. P. Gury, Ca 
Conscientiae: 

“Anna, who has been unfaithful to |} 
marriage vow, answers her husband (who s: 
pects it, and questions her) the first time: t! 
she has not broken their marriage relationsh 
the second time (after being absolved fre 
the sin) she answers: I am not guilty of < 
crime of the kind. Finally, the third time, 
her husband presses her, she denies the adult: 
altogether, and says, ‘I have not commitr 
it: meaning in her own mind, ‘an act — 
adultery which I am bound to disclose.’ 

“Has Anna in any one of these cases act 
wrongly?” 

“In all three cases Anna is to be accuied 
of the charge of lying. For she could say 
first time she had not broken their marria 
relationship, because their marriage still — 
mained intact. The second time she could ¢ 
she was not guilty of the adultery, since, af- 
confession made and absolution received, fF 
conscience was no longer burdened by t 
adultery committed, she being morally certe 
that it was forgiven her. Indeed, she cov 
even confirm this answer with an oath accor 
ing to St. Ligorius, according to Lessius a 
Salmeron and Suarez, according to the ur 
versal opinion. The third time, too, she mig 
probably (according to a ‘probablé opinior 
deny that she had committed an act of adi 
tery, thinking in her own mind: such an act 
she would have been obliged to confess to k 
husband: exactly as an accused person m 
answer a judge who questions him in an illeg 
manner: ‘I have not committed the crim 
while understanding by the words: ‘such 
crime as I should be. obliged to confess.” In ¢ 
these respects St. Ligorius has expressed hir 
self in the same sense along with very mar 
others.” 


i ge 


would result from such instruction in 
American public school? me 

; a final instance of “superior” ethical 
iction take the headings in the New 
ament, Roman Catholic Version, Army 
on. “Duties of employers’ over quote 
m Colossians 4:1 involving old-time master- 
ye relations, page 525; “duties of employees” 
‘avoid subversive doctrines over similar 
Otes, page 526; “let employees be patient,” 
er I Peter 2:18-25, page 527; “content- 
nt in your vocation” over I Corinthians 
20-24, page 529. If you were born a slave, 
li? Think of reducing the rights of Amer- 
nm workers to those of slaves of the first 
atury! 

Entering the realm of the mythological, one 
ds on page 179 of The National Catholic 
manac: 

- “Relics of the Passion—There are various 
relics of the true cross to be found prin- 
cipally in European cities: Brussels, Ghent, 
Rome, Venice, Ragusa, Paris, Limbourg, and 
Mt. Athos. The inscription placed above 
the cross is preserved in the Basilica of the 
Holy Cross of Jerusalem at Rome. The 
crown of thorns is kept at Paris. One of the 
nails was supposedly thrown into the Adri- 
atic to calm a storm; another was made into 
the famous iron crown of Lombardy; an- 
Other is in the Church of Notre Dame, Paris. 
The sponge is in Rome at the Basilica of 
St. John Lateran. The point of the lance 
is in Paris, the rest is in Rome. The robe 
is in the Church of Treves. The tunic is 
in the Church of Argenteuil near Paris. A 
part of the winding sheet is in Turin. The 


ORK, OR PEOPLE? 
FRED I. CAIRNS 


a Jesus approached a deranged 
‘Y= man in the country of the Gadarenes, 
mething occurred which even yet pro- 
kes argument. The Biblical account 
eaks of a demon, whose name was Le- 
on, who cried out in fear of the approach- 
g Nazarene, “What have I to do with 
ee, Jesus, thou Son of the most high 
od?” And at this point Jesus is said to 
we spoken to the demon, caused the com- 
ete cure of the man possessed, and 
used Legion to enter a herd of swine 
hich quickly ran amuck over a cliff and 
stroyed themselves in the sea. But the 
imax of the story lies in the reaction of 
townspeople who, when they heard the 
unt of the cured man, and the lost 


linen with which Veronica wiped Christ's 

face is in Rome. Part of the Pillar of the 

Scourging is in Rome, part in Jerusalem.” 

Must American public school pupils accept 
this sort of mythology as fact? Little wonder 
that an American doctor of medicine recently 
wrote: 

“One of the first questions a child psy- 
chiatrist asks of a mother whose child is 
brought to him because of a behaviorism 
is whether or not the boy attends a parochial 
school. And in more than one instance 
removal of said bad boy to a public school 
is therapeutically successful. The develop- 
ing central nervous system does not thrive 
on dogma and regimentation.” 

And the Catholic Encyclopedia, XIV, p. 
252 has: “If, then, the physical persons con-_ 
stituting the moral person of the State, are 
the subjects of the Church, they are still, in 
this joint capacity, swbject to her in like 
matters, namely, in the fulfillment of all 
civil duties of the State towards religion 
and the Church. The Church, because of 
the uselessness of her insistence, or because 
of greater evils to be so avoided, may waive 
the exercise of this jurisdiction; but in prin- 
ciple it is hers.” 

Would you teach that to American public 
school pupils? Recall that any validly baptized 
person is a subject of the Roman Catholic 
Church! j 

It is too bad every American isn’t compelled 
to read The National Catholic Almanac from 
cover to cover and Noll’s Our National Enemy 
Number One. 


pigs, besought Jesus to leave their coasts. 

No argument will ever prove whether 
this was a miracle or an application of 
psycho-therapy. No one can know if the 
swine were actually possessed by Legion 
or if, being left by their herders who were 
curious to see what went on, they simply 
wandered off, were stampeded, and de- 
stroyed themselves by rushing headlong 
into the sea. But one needn’t know these 
things, for the meat of the story is not in 
the method employed by Jesus, but rather 
in the reaction of the townspeople. It is 
not a question of the existence of demons. 
in a far-away day, but rather the existence 
of other demons, accomplishing the same 


JULY-AUGUST, 1944 ¢ 39 


purposes, in our own day, The meat iM 
the story is found in the choice which was 
made by certain groups in Gadarene who 
invited a man to leave who could cure 
people, but only at the cost of pigs. This 
is the crux because it is a continuing atti- 
tude, an ever-present problem in the life 
of America, in the life of the world, today; 
this year of our Lord, 1944. 

The history of America, and of the 
world, is replete with illustrations of the 
national and community choice of pigs 
over people. Consider the Civil War. 
States’ Rights may still be argued, or other 
“principles” may be quoted, but these ap- 
peared only after a supposed threat was 
aimed at Southern economy. The economy 
of the South was based on slave labor. 
People both North and South came to see 
the horror of thousands of human beings 
“possessed” by the demon whose name 
was Slavery. They sought to remove this 
demon, but in the minds of those who 
owned the ‘swine,’ or controlled the 
economy, there was but one answer: the 
“liberators’’ must be sternly invited to 
leave their coasts. So insistent were they 
that the Southland resorted to arms; a 
bloody war was fought. The demon was 
not removed with the consent of the 
townspeople, those who controlled South- 
ern economy, however beneficial might 
have been the effect on those thousands of 
“deranged’’ men and women who were 
thereby to be restored to the communal life. 
Pork or People was the issue, and the 
South chose pork. And in the war and 
reconstruction which followed they lost 
much pork and many people. The posi- 
tion of the Negro today reveals the con- 
tinued unwillingness of the South to ac- 
cept the cure which was attempted. And 
the South still suffers a sad lack in both 
pork and people, a condition not unrelated 
to their attitude. 

More recently in America there ap- 
peared an account, in the form of a novel, 

of the deplorable condition of thousands 
of our own citizens possessed by the de- 
mon of a profit-motivated economy. The 
Grapes of Wrath spared not the feelings 
of any man in its terrible story of share- 
cropper and seasonal workers. This tale 
‘of a suffering people did not offer a spe- 
cific cure; its purpose was only to open the 
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| eyes of the blind, to awaken a people » 


‘cause it was unfit for 


might find the remedy. But in all py 
of America all sorts of people condem: 
the book as obscene. Many public libra 
refused to place it on their shelves - 
“decent” read 
What was its obscenity? Whatever it w' 
could it approach the obscenity of the © 
did existence of the people, real peo) 
about whose unhappy lives the story © 
spun? Again we chose pork over peo) 
As a nation we refused to do anyth: 
effective about this throng, battered « 
beaten by a spurious economic system; » 
insistence upon profits for the “s# 
families’’ at the cost of multitudes w 
might otherwise have been useful and ¢ 
structive citizens deprived us of their p 
ductivity and cooperation in the welfare 
the nation at large. 

Or consider an issue presently bef. 
us. The Wagner-Murray-Dingell Bill 
amend the Social Security Act has lain - 
months untouched in Congressional Co 
mittee. This Bill proposes to cure millic 
now economically “possessed.”” It wo 
remove the demons of insecurity, pove 
in old age, poor health, accident, and ot! 
misfortunes which often reduce to distr 
families on the borderline of econor 
safety. Why is this Bill so effectively | 
nored? Our answer may lack dogma 
certainty, but the flood of adverse pro: 
ganda released by Medical Societies, D1 
Corporations and Chains, and others int 
ested in their “swine” more than in 4 
humanity which is America, which is 
world, certainly is not conducive to a sy 
pathetic approach to the real nature of { 
Bill. Nor has any substitute been offer 
by those who oppose it. No considerati 
of the suffering people who might 
helped is noticed in any of the criticis: 
of the Bill. Only a scare-cry that the co: 
fortable status of certain groups may 
threatened. Not, surely, that any of the 
will be reduced ‘to a status comparable 
those whom the Bill would relieve, ev 
after the relief, but only a remote px 
sibility that the present economic contt 
of these power groups may be reduc 
somewhat. 

No argument is being made for the tec 
nical value of the Bill. It is the spit 
the direction, the intention of the B 
that is here being praised as a power ov 


mons of Roventy: economic inse- 
and improper safeguards against 
ness and accident. It is insisted, how- 
er, that the reaction of those who oppose 
e Bill in disregard of the people who 
ight be helped by it is a perfect illustra- 
mn of the mentality which invited Jesus 
leave Gadarene, which chose pork over 
ople. 
On a world scale the hope of victory in 
€ present struggle occupies many minds. 
it despite all the ideals which are offered 
connection with the fighting of this 
at, there is abundant evidence that many 
oups, both at home and among our 
lies, are essentially interested \in main- 
ining the status quo. We talk about de- 
ocracy for the world, about four free- 
gms for all men everywhere, yet we in- 
tently deny both democracy and free- 
ym to at least one tenth of our own popu- 
tion, both in and out of the army. The 
mons of discrimination, injustice, eco- 
yMic insecurity, poll tax, and social and 
litical disinheritance abound wherever 
ere are Negroes. These demons abound 
so in India, and in other parts of the 
orld now controlled by the very nations 
hich insist that Fascism must be torn out 
rthe roots, Is there not more than a hint 
Fascism in this attitude toward our 
inorities? Is it not Fascism which keeps 
dia in economic bondage, social degrada- 
on, and political impotence? Are there 
t overtones of Fascism even in much of 
h ¥ 


ie 


Pe 


our relieion which, with its often authori- 
‘tarian concept, prefers to subject man to 


its own desires rather than to build its pro- 
gram to the needs-of man? Was not it 
precisely the Fascist ‘“‘complex”’ which 
caused the townspeople of Gadarene to 
invite Jesus to leave their community? 

None will deny that Pork or People is a 
hard choice for humanity in any genera- 
tion. But we must not be content with 
condemning the past, for we are bound 
to consider all the factors in the life process 
which have contributed to the attitudes of 
the past. Today, however, the future is 
our hope. Today, as Stuart Chase shows 
so clearly in his Goals for America, we 
face the possibility of an economy of 
abundance, a production for peace un- 
imagined in past ages, a real security for 
all men, everywhere in the world. We 
can establish the four freedoms, as the 
Office of War Information’s commentary 
on these freedoms suggests. We can re- 
move the demons of fear and want, of 
prejudice and suppression, as Henry A. 
Wallace contends in his Century of the 
Common Man. But only if we dare to 
choose people above pigs. We must con- 
sider seriously the attitude of the Nazarene, 
whom many worship and few follow. 
Then we may build a world where people 
are considered above swine. And, iront- 
cally, the promise seems most real that in 
such a world there will be an even greater 
material abundance. 


IF YOU CAME NOW 


Mary, mother of Jesus, are you not amused? 
? They have given you a thousand faces— 
Italian, Flemish, German, French—but mostly Italian. 
; They bring you prayers and a nosegay 
t And kneel to your image in the churches, 
; Then go home and curse your race. 


If you came now 


j Looking for lodging with your infant, 
You would be turned away from houses marked “restricted.” 
f You and the child would be turned away. 


Are you not amused? 


Mary, mother of Jesus; Mace little Jewess, 


PEARL STRACHAN. 
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"HATE" FILMS AND THE HAYS OFFICE — 


By FRED EASTMAN 


Og aa THESE days the news in 
one column of a paper is so at odds 
with the news in another that we want to 
take the two columns and bump their 
heads together. ‘Wake up!” we would 
like to say to each of them; “see what this 
other column is saying!’ Two announce- 
ments appearing recently on the motion 
picture page of the New York Times pre- 
sent such a case. The first concerned the 
forthcoming flood of ‘hate’ films from 
Hollywood; the second a forthcoming 
“history” of the Hays office by Raymond 
Moley. 

“Hollywood Turns to ‘Hate’ Films’’— 
so ran the headline on the first. The de- 
tails justified the heading. ‘Three com- 
panies announce plans to rush stories of 
Jap brutality into production and more 
studios are expecting to follow suit.” The 
reporter went on to tell us that Twentiéth 
Century-Fox would soon release a picture 
showing the decapitation of American 
aviators. -Other companies, he said, are 
turning loose their “horror specialists” on 
similar assignments—all designed to fan 
to hatred the resentment of the American 
public over the shameful mistreatment of 
American prisoners. 


Is there no sanity left in Hollywood? 
What has become of the intelligent crea- 
tors of such fine pictures as “How Green 
Was My Valley,” ‘The Male: Animal,” 
“Mrs. Miniver,’ “Madame Curie’? Sure- 
ly these men know that the projected 
“hate” films will demean the motion pic- 
ture industry. They will demean it because 
they demean the public. That is what hat- 
red alwavs does to the human hearts that 
harbor it. Some emotions—compassion, 
forgiveness, love—ennoble human beings. 
Other emotions—ayarice, jealousy, hatred 
—make them ignoble. Hatred shrivels the 
hater. Every religion recognizes this and 
counts hatred among the deadly sins. To 
increase the amount of this deadly sin in 
the world just now is insane. 

Again, “hate” films will inculcate in 
Americans the very spirit we condemn in 
our enemies. The Japanese war lords have 
systematically cultivated in their people a 


a] ——— 
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hatred of Occidentals. (They have s 
ceeded only partially, and not with th 
great Kagawa. or, according to reports 
returning missionaries, with most.of th 
300,000 Japanese Christians.) If we fo 
low the example of our enemies, we wi 
merit the same condemnation. Moreove 
unless we keep our heads cool and ov 
spirits free from hatred, what hope hav 
we of ever ending this tragic strife and e:. 
tablishing an enduring peace? Lincoln. 
“with malice toward none” was not a bit ¢ 
seritimentality. It was an immortal state 
ment of the only spirit in which a man or 
nation can maintain its own dignity an 
achieve peace with others. \ 


The other news story, by a curious con 
trast, describes a new project by which tk 
Hays office hopes to make us love the Hay 
office. We are told that it has engaged tk 
services of Raymond Moley, editor ¢ 
Newsweek, to write the history of that o 
fice. On the surface this seems innocuov 
enough. But it may be worth remembe 
ing that this kind of subsidized history lo 
face a good many centuries ago. It used 4 
be a favorite method by which kings an 
emperors made sure that their royal recor 
was not only preserved but made illus 
rious and spotless. It passed out when cot 
scientious historians arose who insisted ¢ 
truth—the whole truth, as far as it cou] 
be found. 

This lesson the Hays office should hay 
learned from its own experience some te 
years ago. At that time some of the leac 
ing sociologists and psychologists in Ame 
ica, working upon the Payne Fund motic 
picture research studies, revealed the effe 


“commercial motion pictures were havir 


on the minds, nerves, and emotions ¢ 
children and youth. These studies we: 
summarized in a popular volume entitle: 
“Our Movie Made Children,” by Hen 
James Forman (Macmillan). This boo 
widely read, gave substantial support 

the growing public demand that som 
thing practical be done to make the prod: 
cers aware of their social responsibility fé 
their product. The Hays office seemed 

find it easier to induce a writer—Mortim 
Adler—to write a defense of the movi 


to Penne: the producers to improve 
. Professor Adler labored and brought 
-a book, “Art and Prudence.” How- 
this book was so long-winded, high- 
, and expensive that it hardly made a 
in the public consciousness. So Mr. 
y, at the suggestion of the repre- 
tives of the motion picture industry,” 

“frankly confesses in his introduction, 
igested “Art and Prudence’ in a 64- 
vetsion. This the Hays office distri- 
| widely to women’s clubs and others 
might have been’ misled by the Payne 
| scientists into thinking all was not 
tness and light with the pictures of 
‘years. But this effort, too, failed, for 
Legion of Decency meanwhile had 
into existence and had organized a 
tt at the box office—a boycott which 
the producers ten million dollars in a 
e year. That was language they could 
rstand. They obeyed it. Pictures be- 
0 improve. But the book by Professor 
r and its simplified form by Mr. 
y can claim no credit for that im- 
ement, 


The Hays office came out of that battle 
of the boycott ten years ago with one single 
victory to its credit. It won from the pro- 
ducers the power to enforce the “code to 
maintain social and community values’ 
they had all signed several years earlier. 
This code specifically pledges that ‘‘the his- 
tory, insitutions, prominent people, and 
citizens of other nations shall be repre- 
sented fairly,” and that good taste shall 
control exhibition of “brutality and pos- 
sible gruesomeness.”” In the years since 
then, the Hays office has made a sincere 
attempt to see that the overt indecencies of 
the screen have been kept at a minimum. 
But now comes this new challenge to its 
courage: will it again seek to defend itself 
and the producers with a subsidized ‘“‘his- 
tory’ or will it use its enforcement powers 
and its diplomacy to persuade the produ- 
cers that “‘hate films” have nothing to con- 
tribute either to their own dignity or to the 
welfare of this country? On.the outcome 
of that issue hangs the confidence of the 
public in the wisdom and integrity of the 
Hays office and the producers who main- 
tain it. 


THE CROSS AND THE MOTH 


Remove not Jesu’s cross! 


But let it stand athwart the sky, 


And socketed deep in the earth 


Upon the hill that guards the city’s throng;— 
For still we need to weep. We throne the wrong; 
£ We coin our dollars out of human deatth; 

: We worship reptiles lifted high; 

We scoff at man’s eternal loss! 

Our orison is for ease; our power— 

A self-expression though the self is blind; 
Our joy the creed of some June hedonist, 
And vanity is now life’s chosen flower: 

The gorgeous moth is pattern for the mind, 
We make the soul a downy sensualist. 


Moth of the sunny plot, 
I envy not, 
You cannot weep and pray! 
Still stand, O Cross, and show the way. 
DANIEL HUGHES. 
1944 °¢ 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


SIR: ; 
I have the greatest regard for THE PROTESTANT and the splendid work you are doin 
but I want to protest myself against the recent article, “The Soviet and the Sects.” It > 
the multiplication of sectarianism resulting from religious liberty which will save Russ 
from a return to Rasputinism and serve as a check to Roman aspirations to tempor: 
power. : 
“The Protestant Sects” says Mr. Whitaker, “have followed in the way of Roma 
papalism by innumerable papalisms of their well known nigh illimitable sectarianism. 
A divided papalism is greatly preferable to one not so divided and "subdivided. Divicl 
and rule should be our motto when it comes to papalisms. Besides how would M- 
Whitaker restrict sectarianism? By a constitutional amendment revoking religious libert 
or merely by putting on religious liberty the same unlawful restrictions that are pv 
upon political and racial equality? The attitude of Mr. Whitaker towards Protestar: 
sectarianism is precisely that of the Roman Hierarchy. 

The partnership between Protestant religion and the masters of labor slavery is dus 
in large part to labor isolationism. This will be quite obvious if you consider the religiou: 
situation in Great Britain and the Scandinavian countries where labor unions and coopera: 
tives are honored institutions. The brick layers, ditch diggers, mechanics and store clerk 
who used their day of rest proclaiming a gospel of social significance in the free churche 
of England succeeded in their objective to such a degree that even the great dignitarie 
‘of the Established Church joined the labor movement while recently the Cathol 
Archbishop of Westminster rebuked his French colleagues for considering churc 
buildings of more value than men. In America we have always ridiculed the idea of th 
‘butcher’s clerk who sold you your Sunday roast on Saturday night appearing in the locw. 
pulpit to administer spiritual food on Sunday morning and we have paid dearly for ov 
religious snobbery. 

The abandonment of the Protestant churches by labor to “the masters of slave labos 
resulted not only in the preaching of the religious escapism of “doctrinaire speculatior: 
in the celestial and metaphysical realms” but also in the elimination of socially jus 
preaching by the simple process of pushing the preachers of such unwelcome doctrines t) 
the wall. In this the liberal forces of the nation acquiesced by their indifference. Whe. 
a preacher who a few years ago, like myself, sponsored the cause of the Loyalists in Spais. 
was dismissed by his congregation my liberal friends gathered around me sympathetically 
“They'll get you” they said, “they always do.” 

Anyone who “can get enough of a following to provide him with a tax-free churc 
building, and a personal financial support, however beggarly, is at liberty to contribut 
further to this chaos,” says Mr. Whitaker. But the preacher who lives by scraping th 
meal barrel is the one most likely to be sincere. Anyone is willing to appear pious fc) 
12,000 dollars a year. Why carp about the tax-free structure of the small preacher whe’ 
he and his congregation already have to share, in one way or another, the great tax burde - 
thrown back on the general public because of the exemptions granted huge pertieri te | 
establishments? 

I agree with Mr. Whitaker on the desirability of eliminating the infallibility dazind 
of the Hebrew and Christian scriptures, also the doctrinaire speculations in the celestic 
and metaphysical realms, but I am sure that by ending “sectarian religiosity” as M), 
Whitaker calls it, you will only stabilize the present deplorable situation. 

The effective protest of Jesus against the religious situation of his day was the forma, 
tion of another sect, the Sect of the Nazarenes. It seems obvious to me that he woul: 
do the same thing today. 

The tendency to multiply sects grows out of the fact that no two people have exact]. 
similar ideas of God. The cure, therefore, that suggests itself, for “sectarian religiosit 
and innumerable papalisms” is to multiply them until every man becomes his own sec 
of to put it in the words of the disciples of Jesus, his own priest, or to use the figure c 
the Jewish prophet, “Every man shall worship God under his own vine and fig tree, non, 
daring to make him afraid.” 
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et me hasten to assure Mr. Whitaker that such a situation would not result in 
y because religion is a personal matter. It is a spiritual experience vouchsafed to 
who bow to the divine purpose and the result of this surrender is “Love, joy, peace, 
suffering, gentleness, goodness, faithfulness, meekness and self-control.” 

“The service front to all on economic lines,” which both Mr. Whitaker and I so 
eatly admire is unfortunately not self-perpetuating and it has no relationship to sec- 
tian religiosity. All noble ideas wear themselves out in their contact with humanity. 
he damming of the force of evolutionary progress, by the reactionary forces of the Czar, 
soduced not only the cataclysmal revolution but after the first violence of the break- 
rough was exhausted the stream still produced power enough to set in motion the forces 
| “social service on economic lines.” Only personal consecration to this power can 
aintain the impulse to continue the services. This is religion. I call it consecration to 
od, others may call it surrendering to the Cosmic Urge, to Evolution, to the First Cause, 
) Allah or any one of a number of names, or they may use a name of their own creation. 
his idea of surrender to the Infinite is the one fundamental idea which all the great 
ligions of the world hold in common and this could be made the basis of religious and 
cial equality. 

_ Mr. Whitaker and I have the same great ideal in mind, unfortunately, for him, the 
gnposts have all been turned around. 

f REGINALD H. BASS 

~ I want to thank you for a copy of THE PROTESTANT. I read it with a great interest 
ad with a deep satisfaction, and find’ myself in complete agreement with you on the 
ussian problem. I wish every success to THE PROTESTANT in its vital fight for a sound 
ution of this fundamental problem as a parts of the whole world problem. 


r P. SOROKIN, 
Harvard University. 


\ 

In the few months in which I have become acquainted with THE PROTESTANT I 
ave come to expect from it well-reasoned, analytical discussions of the problems which 
ynfront the democratic world. Reading your April issue—which reached me in this 
smote jungleland yesterday, gave me a lift, for it is further assurance that in the fight 
fe are making out here we have as allies groups like yours back in the states. 


i PvriD G. 


| You may be interested to know that my attention was first called to your publication 
y the Woltman articles in the World Telegram—a paper I occasionally read when I 
sel in need of some mental slumming. I secured the May number and liked it so well 
jat I now want it regularly. 

' So perhaps, an ill wind did blow some little good. 

| With best wishes for the continued success of your greatly needed periodical, I am, 

: Dr. E.J.U. 


f Brooklyn, N.Y. 

| Have just finished reading your March, 1944 issue of THE PROTESTANT and find 
here is nothing printed anywhere that is its equal. 
‘ CARROLL SCHROEDER, 
Front Royal, Va. 

Y 

\ 

Dear Sir: 

_ I thought you might be interested to learn that my ‘issues of THE PROTESTANT 
fe read ragged by all sorts of people. They enjoy it as much as I do, and in a spirit 
ff gratitude, I utter the prayer “God Bless you.” 

| Iam now spending my third month in the 47th General Hospital, APO 928, and 
ny issues of THE PROTESTANT ate in constant circulation. 


: Capt. C. D. FIRSTENBERG 
New Guinea 
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ARE VibEW OO FOVITATL 
RELEASED-TIME SUBVERSION 


=" SCHOOL AND CHURCH: The American Way, by Conrad Moehlman, An Hisrord 
Approach to the Problem of Religion Instruction in Public Education, Harper j 


Brothers, $2.50, pp. 178. 


In these days when men in high ecclesias- 
tical position venture to speak of the American 
public school system as National Enemy Num- 
ber One it is well that a reappraisal of the role 
the school system plays in our social order, 
especially in its relation to the Church, be 
undertaken. Professor Conrad Henry Moehl- 
man, in his School and Church: The Amer- 
scan Way, offers an admirable historical sur- 
vey of the relation between public education 
and the American way of life. It is a readable 
and informative work which deals with the 
problem of religious instruction in public 
education and is published at a time when in- 
imical forces are attempting, unfortunately 
with a measure of success, to bring about the 
ultimate return of formal religious instructfon 
to the class-room of the public schools. The 


. prevailing trend to exploit the resources of 


the public school system for the direct or 
indirect advancement of religious, even sec- 
tarian, education is fraught with danger to 
our nation for it represents a sinister attempt 
at the breaking down of the American prin- 
ciple of absolute separation between Church 
and State. Those who are directly or indirectly 
engaged in its promotion—and among them 
are men of all religious groups, Catholics, Pro- 
testants and Jews—are no friends of the 
nation. Their efforts represent a serious threat 
to the very foundations of our democratic 
institutions of which the public school sys- 
tem is the most vital one. They attempt to 
strike at the roots of our American democracy 
when they aim at the abandonment of the 
public character of our school system in order 
to relieve the churches and synagogues of 
what they should regard as their own sacred 
duty. In the propaganda now carried on in 
favor of the introduction of religious, usually 
sectarian, instruction in the public schools one 
discerns an impudent challenge to those who 
ardently adhere to the wisdom of the Found- 
ing Fathers of our nation in holding on to 


__ the principle of absolute separation of Church 


and State. This challenge must be met cour- 
ageously by loyal Americans; otherwise our 
public school system, the greatest cultural 
achievement of the United States, will meet 
with serious obstacles in its endeavor to serve 
the nation in remaining true to the American 
tradition. 
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‘acter and range of activities, unites the d) 


‘LITERATUI 


Dr. Moehlman points out the flaws inh)’ 
in the so-called released-time plan espew 
its evil effects upon public education i 
Citing evidence from “the very objectiv. 
port of the Public Education Associatio 
New York City upon Released Time for 
ligious Education in New York City’s Se: 
published on June 30, 1943” he points te 
many of the new evils which, as a resu 
this “experiment” began to make their ap) 
ance.on the public school campus anc 
environs. “Feuds between different rely 
groups are growing more and more. W 
formerly the race issue was no problem of 
public school campus, it is becoming sc: 
cause the matter was discussed in relij 
education on released time.” This is a de} 
able condition for which in no small mej! 
the responsibility must be shouldered by s 
of my coreligionists connected with the 
called Jewish defense and kindred age: 
who were so instrumental in bringing a 
the introduction of the released-time ir 
public schools of New York. Guided by 
so-called public relations counsel they, wit, 
vision, imagination and foresight and 5 
ably as an act of appeasement, yielded to 
‘clamors of those who would effect a chan; 
the character of the nation by having its. 
dren regularly “released” into the custoc, 
their churchly guardians for instruction 
deed, for indoctrination in their ecclesia: 
“truths.” It only led to the unfortunate cc 
tions so familiar from newspaper repor’ 
recent months... . 

This was a stab-in-the-back of the Ame 
way of life; an attempt to undermine the s 
ture of the greatest American instituti’ 
the public school system—which in its / 


sified and divided miscellany of the world; 
are the citizens of our United States inte)! 
people with a common national bond. 
those who are interested in the welfare 0: 
school children think twice before they atti 
to tamper with our public school syster 
order to facilitate sectarian instruction. | 
Moehlman is correct when he argues thai, 

“public education is everything that pron 
faith in the higher value of life.” Let } 
who would meddle with it remeiaber that 


ee a 


us 2 Be public sebook is a: one area in 
ican life where religious and racial 
rance is cultivated. It 1s America’s protec- 
b against numerous efforts to stir up reli- 
us prejudice and inaugurate a new inquisi- 
2 

Yr. Moehlman’s School and Church: The 
ercian Way is a book which should be read 
| its content pondered over by every one 
9 is concerned with the welfare of Amer- 
1 children and who would want to discuss 
slligently aspects of the relationship of re- 
on to the American public school system. 
JosHUA BLOCH 


N OF LIBERTY, by Stephen H. Fritchman. 
fhe Beacon Press, Boston. $1.75 cloth— 
1.00 paper. 


Men will die for an idea which they 
rish.” 


Men of Liberty” is the magnificent story 
ten pioneering Unitarians who lived and 
ght for purposes more important to them 
n their own lives. Some did die for those 
poses. Some were imprisoned so that 
isons are honored landmarks on_the road 
quMan progress.” 


Mr. Fritchman has provided a much-needed 
[| apt reminder of the enormous price that 
; paid for the privileges we have inherited. 
has shown, too, the kind of courage and 
lligence that were needed to outmatch the 
ynant dogmatism which impeded progress 
‘many centuries. Yet, such events as Cal- 
's prompting of the burning of Servetus 
| the instigation of the St. Bartholomew’s 
y massacre by Roman Catholic Hierarchs 
reported with a reserve which carries the 
k beyond the confines of denominational- 
and suggests the basis for a legitimate 
lution of all groups whose faith is rooted 
Christianity. 
fhe author’s artistry as a story-teller to- 
her with his keen discrimination as to 
at to put in and what to leave out make 
book immensely valuable for preachers 
| teachers in need of illustrative material. 
[he appeal of “Men of Liberty” is en- 
iced by the late Hendrik Willem van 
m’s apt illustrations and the author’s 
ice footnotes. 

W. ELLis DAVIES. 


E BHAGABAD GITA, translated from the 
anskrit with notes, comments and intro- 
luction by Swami Nikhilananda, New 
York, Ramakrishna - Vivejananda Centre, 
944, Glossary, Index, 385 pages, Price $3. 


uring the last five thousand years or 
a Hindu philosophical and religious 


i 4 

ideals have greatly influenced the spiritual 
life of the world, including the West. Today 
nearly 300,000,000 people claim to be Hin- 
dus and there are many millions of Buddhists 
who follow the teachings of the sages who 
tried to attain God-consciousness and “liber- 
ation from bondage.” The Upanishadas, the 
Bhagabad Gita and the Bramha-sutras take a 
very high place as religious classics of the 
Hindus. Of them the Bhagabad Gita which 
contains only some 700 verses is universally 
regarded by the Hindus as the most valuable 
guide to a man who is seeking God-conscious- 
ness. This scripture of the Hindus, because of 
its intrinsic value, has been translated into 
every language. The book under review has 
been translated from the Sanskrit into lucid 
English by Swami Nikhilananda, a Hindu 
monk and religious teacher of the Order of 
Sri Ramakrishna. He is a distinguished San- 
skrit scholar well versed in Comparative Re- 
ligion ‘and Philosophy. This translation 
brings out the spirit of the original work. 
There is an essay on the story of the Mahab- 
harata (of which the Bhagabad Gita forms a 
part), and an introductory essay on the es- 
sence of the teachings of the Bhagabad Gita 
and commentaries of Sankaracharya. 


In discussing the scope of the teachings of 
the Bhagabad Gita, the author writes: “The 
Gita is a Yogashastra, a scripture on yoga. 
The word ‘yoga,’ still much abused in Europe 
and America, denotes the union of the in- 
dividual soul with the Universal Soul, and 
also the means to such a union. Hence Yoga 
is the goal of all religions and the basis of all 
religious practices. It implies much more 
than religion in its usual sense. Instead of 
laying down creeds and doctrines for ac- 
ceptance by religious aspirants, it empha- 
sizes the psychological approach to self- 
unfoldment. Thus yoga takes into consid- 
eration the different types of human minds 
—the active, the philosophical, the emotional 
and the psychic—and expounds for them, re- 
spectively the path of work (Karamayoga), 
the path of knowledge (jnanayoga), the path 
of love or devotion (bhaktiyoga), and the 
path of concentration and self-control (raja- 
yoga). Each of these paths opens upon the 


‘infinite horizon of Truth and affects the 


union of man with God. The Gita describes 
them all.” 


A mistaken notion prevails among western 
scholars that Hinduism teaches fatalism and 
passivity. A careful study of the Bhagabad 
Gita will remove this false notion, because 
according to its teachings, “work or duty; is 
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not the enemy of spiritual life; 
enemy is ignorance, the mother of attachment, 
and delusion.” Performance of every duty is 
an act of worship and man must perform his 
duty ignoring all consequences. One may 
safely say that there are not many religious 
works in which greater emphasis is given to 
“immortality of soul,’ Laws of _Karma or 
causation and succession and “duty,” as is 
done in Bhagabad Gita, Krishana, the teacher 
of Arjuna, in the Gita urges his disciple to 
catty on armed struggle against his own rela- 
tions to fulfill his duty. He emphatically 
preaches the revolutionary doctrine of the 
diyine mission of destroying the unrighteous 
social order. Soul never dies; realization of 
this truth gives death-defying confidence in 
the performance of duty. At the same time 
one must not forget that egocentric work 
creates bondage for the doer; thus one must 
work or perform his duty with a spirit of re- 
nunciation and detachment. It may be pointed 
out that the teachings of Gita ate playing a 
very great role in the awakening of India. It 
serves as the spiritual foundation or anchor 
of the strength of Hindu nationalists who are 
struggling against great odds without being 
despondent. 
TARAKNATH DAS. 


GRAND MAN OF Gop—James Edward Free- 
man, by Van R. Gibson, M.A., Llewellyn 
Publications, Yonkers, N. Y., $3.00. 


First as railroad man, then as rector respec- 
tively of St. Andrew’s, Yonkers, St. Mark’s 
Minneapolis, and The Epiphany, Washing- 
ton; and for twenty years bishop of Washing- 
ton, James Edward Freeman made a splendid 
contribution to his time. His energy was 
abounding, his spirit generous, and his elo- 
quence notable. 


This little book of 132 pages is well illus- 
trated. It is a sustained eulogy by the author 
of his beau ideal. For men looking to the 
ministry as a vocation it will supply fuel to 
their flame. 

C.M. 


JUDAISM AND CHRISTIANITY: THE DIFFER- 
ENCES, by Trude Weiss-Rosmarin, Ph.D., 


The Jewish Book Club, N. Y., 1943, 158 
pp. $2.00. 


This book, written especially for Jewish 


readers by the editor of The Jewish Spectator, 
enlarges upon the general thesis “that good- 
will between Jews and Christians should not 
and must not be synonymous with raising 
all bars and obliterating or denying the dif- 
ferences that separate the two faiths.” 


I most heartily recommend the reading of 
this volume to Christian readers. They will 
find here not only a scholarly and authoritative 


‘the real Meera ae Jou teaching reper 


religious concepts as “God,” “Sin,” * 
Will,’ “Miracles,” “Asceticism,” “Law,” 
but also. a soberly objective review of Chi 
tian doctrine regarding these themes, of — 
Christian and Jewish views of Jesus, — 
Atonement, etc., and of other religious iss 
concerning which there is a sharp cleaw 
in Jewish and Christian thinking. a 
It is refreshing to have a Jewish sch’ 
write so frankly about “the eternal 
fundamental differences between Judaism | 
Christianity.” Such a discussion, motivi: 
by a desire for truth and clarity and c} 
acterized by factual statement and schol: 
restraint, is much needed these days wf 
only too frequently “goodwill, tolerance, } 
fellowship” are used as synonyms for stuf} 
shirt diplomacy, back-slapping politeness — 
even downright hypocrisy. The sooner } 
realize that in a democratic society opera} 
on the basis of a frankly recognized “cult 
plurality” even the most deepseated relig: 
differences must not be allowed to dis4 
the pattern of freedom and cooperation, § 
quicker we shall find a practical modus viviy 
for all faiths and races and a pragmil 
solution for the problem of religious bias 
the basis of complete equality and comrg 
understanding. 
KARL M. CHWOROWSKY © 
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